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INTERNAT IONAL RELATIONS AND THE FOREIGN POLICY

OF THE SOVIET UNION

GENERAL DESCRIPTICN OF THE INTERNATIONAL SITUATION

ON THE EVE OF WORLD WAR II

A profound and comprehensive analysis of the international
situation on the eve of World War II was given by I. V. Stalin in
his report to the Eighteenth Party Congress on the work of the
Central Committee. In this report he stated that the period be-
tween the seventeenth and eighteenth party congresses was a periocd
of great tensions for the capitalist countries. Beginning in the
latter half of 1937 a new ecorouic crisis had developed in the cap-
italist countries. Ite uniqueness consisted in tbe fact that the
crisis occurred, not after a period of economic boam as had been
the case earlier, but after a long period of stagnation, a depres-
sion of a special kind. Another speciel characteristic of the
crisis was that it begar 2t a time when imperialist Japan was
waging wer against China, disorganizing the Chinese uarket, and
wvhen Germany and Italy had already put their economies on a war-
time footing. The econamies of the other imperialist powers were
also put on a wartime footing. These factors limited the possi-
bilities for a peaceful emergence from the crisis on the part of

the capitalist countries, and made for 2n exireme aggravation of

the conflicts among them because of markets, colonies , and spheres

of influence.

This period saw an increase in the disproportions in the
development of capitalism. A new power ratio among the chief
capitalist nations on the world market had come into being. Fol-

lowing World War I the US had moved far ahead and taken first pleace

-l =
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in industrial production in the capitalist world. There was a
corresponding decrease in the role of Britain and France ir in-
dustrial production. Germany, which had been weakened in World
War I, had been able (with the help of American and British loaus)
to rebuild its economy rapidiy. In 1938 it moved into second
piace (after the US) in industrial production in the capitalist
countries and first place (except for coal pzod}xction) among the
states of west Burope. Japan had also grown considerably stronger.
Between 1929 and 1938 its indusirial production as & whole in=-

creased 170% and heavy industry production increased 2.6 times.

The distribution of merkets and spheres of influence did
not correspond to the new power ratio. On the eve of World War II
the chief imperisalist powers, Britain, France, the US, Japan, and
Itely, possessed colonies with territories of 50.5 million sq kn
and a population of 601.9 willion persons. At that time the
colonies and semicolonies were providing 64% of the copper mined
in the cepitalist world, more than 96% of the tin, s54% of the lead,
95% of the nickel, 82% of the gold, TO% of the silver, 97% of the

rubber, 67% of the wool, and 99% of the jute.

But the imperialist powers were by no means equally pro-
vided with colonial territories and their resources. Britain
possessed territories amounting to almost 1/1+ of the surface of
the earth (34.7 million sq mi) inhabited by about 1/4 of the
world's population (525 million people). The British colonies
accounted for 93% of the world production of jute, 41% of the tinm,

47% of the wool, 58% of the rubber, and 28% of the copper.

Britain's colonial possessions were the object of predatory

strivings on the part of her imperialist competitors, primaxrily on

-2 -
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the part of the Germean monopolies, which by 1929 had already re-
gained almost completely their former positions on the world mar-
kets, with the exception of the colonies which had been lost. In
central and southeast Burope, German exports increased from 19.4%
in 1933 to 40.2% in 1936. Germany occupied first place in the
foreign trade of the Scandinavian countries, Holland, Belgium, and
Portugal. In 1935 Germany occupied second place after the US in
exports to Latin America and was ahead of the US in exports to
Brazil. German goods accounted for 15.9% of Chinese imports. In
1937-1938 Germany exported as meny metal products to Indias as did
Britaein. In 1937 German deilveries accounted for 37.9% of all
European imports of coal., By 1938 Germany sccounted for 1/2 of
the foreign trade of Turkey. In 1937-1938 Gerneny accounted for
27% of the imports of Iran and in 1938-1939% 41.5%. Germany occu-
pied second place in the imports of Egypt. Germany was the chief
competitor, not only of Britain, but of the US. She squeezed the
US out of southeast Burope and was its strongest coampetitor in

Iatin America.

But the German monopolies were not satisfied with what they
hed achieved. They demanded colomies. The Germen banker Schacht,
whe was the spokesman for their interests; said: "CGermany must
have colonies. If possible we will obtaln then by means of nege=-
tiation. If this does not prove successful we will obtain them by
weans of force.” The shifts in the positions of the imperialist
powers in China testify to the increase in competition. Between
1932 and 1937 the US share in Chinese imports dropped from 25% to
16.9%. On the other hand Japan's share increased from 14% to 23.7%,

and Germany's increased from 6.8% to 12%.
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The lack of proportion in the development of the capitalist
countries, which vas intensified after World War I, compelled the
cepitalist countriss to redistribute markets and spheres of in-
fluence forcibly. In their pursult of maxinuw profits snd in the
struggle ageinrst coampetitors and for monopoly rule, the inperialists
did not confine themselves to geizing underdeveloped agrarian re=-
gions and countrics. As V. I. Lenin pointed out: "It is precisely
the striving to anmnex, not only agrarian regions, but also indus-

triel regions themselves, which is typleal of imperialisn" (Lenin,

V. I., Soch. [Collected Works/, Vol XXII, page 235).

This view of lenin's was confirmed in the period which we
are considering. The German wonopolists pub forth a plan for the
establistment of world damination which provided not only for the
return of those territories which they had lost earlier but for
the seizing of all Europe, Africa, the Hear and Far Basi, and the

American continent.

Not only did the adventurist plans of the Japanese mili-
tarists provide for the seizing of the colonial and dependent coun-
tries of Asia, they were also directed against the USSR and other

industrially developed countries.

Imperialist Italy, dissatisfied with the resulis of World
War I, not only wanted to expand and strengthen her positions in
the basin of the Mediterrsnean and in Africa, she was also pre=-

paring to selze territory in southeast Europe.

The increesed strength of the US and its striving for greater
expansion constituted an important factor in international relations

following World War I.
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International relations became more complex from one year
to the next. There was a struggle awong the US, Britain, and
Germany for domination in lLatin Americe, among the US, Britailn,
and Japan for daminetion in the basin of the Pacific Ocean and in
Chine, and among the US, Britain, Germany, France, and Italy for

predominance in the Near and Far BEzst and in Africa.

This struggle was determined by the emtire development of
the capitelist system of world economy, showing that the develop-
ment of world capitalism did not take place in the form Tof &

systematic and even forward movement, but by way of crises and

military catastrophes" (Stalin, I. V., Rech’na predvyborncm

sobraenii izbirateley Stalinskogo izbiratel ‘nogo okrugs g. Moskvy
[S-peech at the Pre-Election Meeting of the Voters of the Stalin

Electoral District of Moscow/, 1946, Gospolitizdat, page G).

During the veriod under comsideration the new econamic
pover ratio which hed been formed casie nore and more rapldly into
conflict with the distribution of colonies, markets, and spheres
of influence which had been formed as a result of World War I.
There was a sharpening of the conflict between the possibilities
of capitalist production and the limitations of the merkets. Im
this famework of limited markevs, capitaliss wee being squeezed
tighter and tighter. The entire system of international relatiomns
in the capitalist world which had been established following Vorlid
War I wes radically undermined. The further intensification of
the disproportions in the development of the capitalist countries
lead to a serious disturbance of the balance within the world
system of capitalism. The ripening crisis in the capitalist sys-

tem of world econamy inevitably led to a crisis in international
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relations. The problem of a pew, Lorcible redivision of merket:s,
spheres of influence, and colonies was put directly on the agends.

World War II was imminent.

For the Soviet Union the years 1935-193% were marked by &
further expansion of heavy industry and, on its basis, of ail
branches of industry snd socialist agriculiure, an upswing in the
material and cultural weil-being of the lavoring masses, & growth
in the political and militaxry strength of the country, and a sys-
tematic struggle by the people and the government for the preserva-

tion of peace throughout the world.

Socialist industry grew tremendously and began to base it~
self on the well-developed technology and great expansion of heavy
industry and machine building. In agriculiure the world's largest
mechanized system of kolkhozes and sovkhozes was established in
lieu of the former ocean of small private peasant farms with their
primitive equipment and low ylelds. The machine-tractar stations,
provided with the newest equipment, vere the strong points for the
state administretion of the kolkhozes and the industrial base for
kolkhoz production. The powerful union of the working class and
the peasantry in the Soviet Unlon was strengthened even more in

the heroic struggle for the building of socialism.

Radical changes also occurred in the nation's trade turn-

over. Soviet trade was extensively developed.

Sociallst cwnership of the insiruments and means of produc-

tion was confirmed as the inviolable basis of Soviet society. The

exploiter classes were liquidated. The exploitation of man by man

was eliminated. These things meant that socialism had triumphed

in the USSR.
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The victory of socialism 1iberated the workers from their
centuries-old needs and led them along the path of a canfortable
existence. A cultural revolution took place in the USSR, In a
short period of time illiteracy was eliminated and campulsory
elementary and secondary education was established. There was a
considerable increase in the number of institutions of higher edu-
cation, schools, theaters, motion picture houses, libraries, and
scientific research institutions. A Soviet intelligentsia was

created out of the workers and peasanis.

There was a radical change in the character of the peoples

of the USSR. They developed a feeling of mutual friendship and

brotherly cooperation in a single Soviet socialist state. The

1iquidation of the exploiter classes and the correct solution of
the national minority problem created the inviolable moral poli-
tical unity of the Soviet people. Soviet patriotism, the strength
of which consists in the deep devotion of the peoples to their so-

cialist fatherland, grew even stronger.

Soviet patriotism is directly associated with proletarian
internationalism. It combines love for the fatherland snd its so-
cialist social and govermmental structure with respect for the

workers of other nations.

The historic victaries of the Soviet people, which were
achieved under the wise lesdership of the Communist Party, were
legislatively comsolidated in the great monument of our era, the
new Conetitution of the USSR, which was ratified on 5 December

1936 by the Extreordinary Eighth All-Union Congress of Soviets.
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The building of socialism in the USSR represents the grest-
est revolution in the history oi mankind and a world hictoric
victory for the working clusc, peasantry, and intelligentsie of
the USSR, The victory of socialism in the Soviel Union was not
only a victory for the Soviet people but a gereral victory for
the workers throughout thsz vorid. as I, V. Stalin pointed out 5
the nev Soviet Constitubtion meant that those things which mile
lions of decent persons in the capitalist countries had been
dreaming of and are still dreaming of had already been carried
out in the USSR. t told the peoples of the vhole world that that
vhich had been accomplished in the USSR was fully within the capa.-

bilities of workers in other countries as well (Stalin, I. V.,

Voprosy leninizma /Problems of Leninisw/, 1952, page 572).

The ratification of the Congstitubion of the USSR was of
great international significance. The Soviet Constitution was an
is o strong moral support for all fighters in the great dewocretic

camp.

The building of socialism in the USSR was the result of
carrying out the precepts of the great Lenin, a result of the great
organizing and gulding activity of the Coamaunist Party and of its
wise leaders, and & result of the heroic labor snd creative activity

of the workers, peassants, and intelligentsia.

The victory of socialisym wae won iz a bitter struggle against
class enemies. Under the lesdership of the Central Committee the
Commumnist Party ummasked and destroyed in goc2 time the Trotsky-
ite-Bucharinite gang of spies and murderers who were working for
foreign capitalist intelligence services and carrying on subversive
activity egainst the Soviet state.

« 8 =
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In directing the bullding of socilelisw the Couzunist Purty
snd the Soviet Govermment consistently end resolutely carried oub
a policy of peace and struggled for collective resistance to the

fascist aggressors.

In contrast 1o this the imperialists of the US, Britain,
and France tried in every possible way to distract the attention
of their campetitors, the fascist powers, from their markets >
coleonies, and spheres of influence, and to direct them against

the USSR,

To this end they tried to reach an agreement with the
governuents of the fascist states st the expense of the USSR and
other countries bordering the Soviet Union. The reactionary
cireles of the US, Dritain, end France saw in the fascist states
a crushing force for ithe struggle agzinst the lend of victorious

socialisu and the Lorces of deocracy throughout the whole world.

zsplte the will of the popular masses, the reactionary
circles of the US, Britain, and France rejected the proposals of
the Soviet Govermment for a collective struggle against the fascist
aggressors. <They hypocritically statsd thet they wvere carrying out

s

a policy of "monintervention” or “pacification" of the aggressors.

The pernicious intent behind the policy 2f "noninterven-
tion” was exposed at the Righteenth Congress of the Cammurist Party.
In the report on the work of the Central Committee it was pointed
out thaet the policy of nonintervention meant going along with ag-

gression, the unleashing of a war, and its treansformation into a

world war (Stalin, I., Voprosy leminigms, pages 609-610). The
scheme of the authors and executors of the policy of "noninter-

vention," the monopolists of the US, Britain, and France, was to

-9 -
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embroil fasciet Germeny and militerist Jepan in a war with the USSR,
China, and other countries, to weaken the warring nations, and then,
having gathered stremgth and waited until the right moment, to
enter the conflict in order te dictate their own conditione and
thus expend and consolidate their positions. The bourgeois news-—
papers and politicians openly discussed plens of this kind. For
example, the semiofficial French newspaper Le Terps said: "We

will let the Germans get tied up in the Russian steppes, end ve
will become involved only toward the end of the second or third
year of the war when the might of Berlin and the night of Moscow
will have been weakened to an equal degree." Speaking of the state
of mind predominant among the ruling circles of several caepitalist
countries, S. Welle, former Undersecretery of State of the US,
wrote thet in those years "the representatives of the biggest £i-
nancial and commercial groups in the Western pations, including

the US, were firmly convinced thet wer bebtween the Soviet Uniom

and Hitler's Germany would be favorsble to their own interests.
They affirmed thet Russia would certainly suffer defeat, which
would enteil the destruction of communlsm, and that Germeny, weak-
ened as a result of this conflict, could not for many years consti=-

tute & real threat to the rest of the worlid."

Incontrovertible facts from the history of international
relations on the eve of World War II confirm the description of
the policy of the US, Britain, and France given at the Eighteenth
Party Congress, and at the same time show the comnsistent policy eof

the Soviet Union, aimed at the preservation of peace.
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THE ITALO-ETHIOPIAN WAR AND THE POSITION
OF THE CAPITALIST COUNTRIES; THE USSR'S STRUGGLE

IN THE DEFENSE OF ETHIOPIA

As is well known, Ethiopia (Abyssinia) had long been coveted
by the imperialists. The latter were atiracted by the natural re-~
sources of that country, by the market and cheap labor, and by the
important strategic position of Ethiopia, which is located along
the route from Asia to Eurcpe. Its possession offered the im-
perialists several advantages of control over very important lines

of communication,

The Italian imperialists too were endeavoring to seize
Ethiopia. The competition between Germany and Italy in southeast
Burope and the strengthening of the position of the German moncpo-
lists in this aree made Italy anxious to seize Ethiopia as rapidly
as possible, and the Italian fascists stepped up preparatioms for

this seizure in the years 1934-1935.

The policy of "nonintervention" being followed by the ruling
circles of the US, Britain, and France created favorable conditions
for Italian aggressicn against BEthicpia. In December 1934 the
Italien military leaders organized several incidents om the border
between Ethiopis and Italian Somaliland. But when con 3 January
Ethiopis appeeled to the league of Nations to take up the question
of Italy's aggressive moves the British and French delegates to
the League of Nations "advised" that the matter not be pursued.

In early 1935 the fescist forces once again carried out raids on
the border of Ethiopia. Then on 17 March the Ethiopian Govermment
once again raised the question of Italy®s aggressive acts at the

League of Nations. But Britain and France again prevented

-11 -
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consideratian of Ebhioﬁia's protest. A commission of the League

of Nations was not formed until May 1935. After an on-the-spot
"investigation” the comission reported that it had been unable to
determine who was responsible for the "incident.” It was not until
September 1935 that the lLeague of Nations organized a comnission
for further study of the Italo-Ethicplan conflict and worked up &

draft resolution thereon.

Having failed to secure support from the League of Haztions,
Ethiopia asked the US 3 July 1935 to help prevent the conflict
from being provoked by fascist Italy. In this connection it was
pointed out that Ethiopia was a party to the Kellog-Briand Pact,
which had officially condermed and prohibited vars and armed con-

flicts and required the solution of disputes by peaceful weans.

The US Government rejected this request from Ethiopia. On
2h August 1935, in an attempt to conmceal aid to the aggressor be=-
nind the screem of "nonintervention,” the ruling circles of the
US put a “neutrality" act through Congress. This act forbade the
exporting of weapons, ammunition, and war materiel to belligerent
countries. It prohibited the carrying of these materials in Ameri-
can ships. In essence the act served to notify the aggressors
that their victims would not receive any help from the US. The
monopolist circles of the US knew that the "neutrality” act would
not interfere with profitable shipments of weapons and strategic
materials to the fascist nations. The US imperialists were inter-
ested not in preventing war but in bringing it about. In Septem-
ber 1935 the Journal of Commerce openly wrote that the outbreak
of war "would have a stimulating effect on the economic position
of the US and would increase exports of various kinds of raw ma-
terials and industrial products.”

- 12 -
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Despite the fact that the Ttalian plans posed a threat ©o
the possessions and camunicabtlon lines of Britvain, the latter
governuent took a conciliatory position and announced its readi-
ness to reach an agreement with Italy at the expense of Ethiopisa.
One of the reasons for Britain's reluctance to oppose the aggres-
sive designs of Italy was that the British ruling circles were
fearful of atiacks by the Italian submarine and surface fleets and
air force ageinst British bases and communlcation lines in the
Mediterranesn. Britain's position wes also affected by her desire

tc avoid z rapprochement between Italy and fascist Germany.

France's position with respect to the Italian 3
pressed in the sgreement between Iaval and Mussolini I
In the course of the preliminaries to this agreement Mussolini in-
formed laval of fascist Italy’'s intentions to seize Ethiopia. ZIaval
everred that the French Govermment would not oppose the execution
of Mussolini's plans. Helping to strengthen .the pesition of the

Italian aggressor in Africa, the Fremch Govermment headed by Laval

agreed to a "rectification"” of the borders between French and

Italian possessions in Africa. France handed over to Itely 22 km
of coastline opposite the Strait of Bab el Mandeb. Pursuant to

the agreement, Itely obtained Dumeyr Island and 20) of the shares
of the Jibuti-Addis Ababe Railroad. This worked demage to the

communication lines and strategic positions of France and Britain.
The Laval govermment justified its policy on the grounds of want-
ing to avoid a rapprochement between Italy and Germeny. But pri-
marily it was trying to direct the aspirations of the Italian im-
perialists, which were threatening the positions of the French

monopoliste in l'l'\mia:l.a, toward Bast Africa, weakening the British

positions in this area.
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On 3 October 1935, encoursged by %he international reace
tionaries, fescist ITtaly began war on Bthiopis. At the tiue of

the attack Italy had asseubled near its borders an army of 500,000~

600,000 men, 400 aircraft, 400 tanks, and (00 field pieces.

Owing to its feudal and tribal decentraiization, Ethiopis
did not have a unified army. Its armed forces comsisted of the
guards of the Negus and military units subordinated to individual
feudal landowners. The Ethiopian forces wvere equipped for the most
part with cold steel. They bad no ges wasks or defenses against
chemilcal warfare. Many of the soldilers did not have footwesr.
Nonetheless the troops of fascist Italy encountered stubborn re-
sistance frou the Ethiopians, who were struggling heroically for

their independence.

Because of the inegualiiy between the forces of Italy and
Ethiopia the attitude of the great povers toward this wer was of

specisl importance.

The poaition of the yuling circies in France and Britain is
clearly illustrated by the Anglo-Fremch agreement (the Hoare-lavel
Pact) concluded on 9 December 1935. This agreement provided that
Ethiopie should be dismembered, that it should be divided among
the great powers intc spheres of influence, and that Italy should

get 1/2 of Ethiopia.

However the fascist leaders rejected this proposal since
they were counting on seizing the emtire country and combining the

Itslian possessions in Africa into a single territory.

The Hoare-lavel Pact provoked a violent rage on the part of
the popular messes of Ethiopia. They rightly categorized this

- 1 -
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apreement as a stab in the back, The pact also provoked distur-
bance and protests on the part of the democratic elements in alil
countries of the world and in particulsr in Britain and France.

As a result the British Minister of Foreign Affairs Hoare was
obliged to retire. And in January 1936, under the pressure of die-
satisfaction on the part of the people, the laval cabinet in

France fell.

As was noted above, the US under the pretext of "noninter-
vention” in the ITtalo-Ethiopian affair refused to let Ethlopia buy
in the US any arms for carrying on the just war against the fascist
aggressors. However the American monopolists continued deliveries
of war materiel to Ttaly. Whereas in 1934 average monthly exporte

of weapons, war materiel, and other products from the US to Ibtaly

4id not exceed 25,000 dollars, by October 1935 (after the Itallan

attack on Ethiopia) they had increased to 368,000 dollars and by
November to 584,000 dollers. During the first 9 wonths of 1935
exports of aircrafi, engines, and other spare parts from the US to
Ttaly increased 1l.3 times relative to 1928, US exports of petro-
leum to Italy increased from 175,000 t in 193% to 472,000 ¢ in 1935.
During the same period exports of petroleum directly to Ttalian
possessions in Africea increased 149 times (Slobodyanyuk, I., Ameri-
kenskiye imperialisty -- poscbnilki fashistskoy interventsii v
Ispanii (1936-1939) [The American Imperialists, Accamplices of the
Fascist Inmterventionists in Spain (1936-1939)7; 1954 edition, pages
15, 48).

It was precisely this policy of guppoerting the fascist ag-
greasors, carried cut by the ruling circles in the inperialist na-
tions, which made it possible for Italy to conquer Ethiopia.
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But, despite the defeat of Ethiopia’s armed forces in the
war, the Bthiopian pecple did not fall on their knees before the
usurpers. (Officially the war ended on 5 ¥ay 1936, when Ethilopia
was declared to be a colony of Italy.) Instead they carried oo a

heroic partisan war against them for their freedosm and independence.

The victory of fascist Itely was relative and unstable.
Italy was obliged to keep about 250,000 troope in Ethicpla. In
1937 the Ttallans lost zbout 6,000 men in the Tighting with the
partisans. Other figures also show how azuch of a strain this
fighting was. Whereas in the course of the war from October 1935
to Moy 1936 Italisn aircraft i‘lew_ 2,091 bombing and reconnaissance
missions, during the period of occupation from May 1936 to March

1937 the muziber of miscions incressed to 3,406,

0f the great powers oply the Soviet Union raised its volce

in defense of the Ethiopian peonle, againet the fascist aggression
and the policy of encouraging it. Vis-az~vis the Itelo-Ethiopian

t took & position opposed to imperialism and to the policy of
seizing colonies. Before Italy's attack on Zthiopia the Soviet
Union had declared by way of warning that in the region of Ethiopia
a situation was building up which threztered not only the Ethiopian
people but the whole cause of general peace. The Soviet Union pro-
posed to the League of Nubtiomns, of which it was a nenmber, "to

epare no effort or means to prevent armed conflict between 2 mem-

bers of the League" (Pravda, 6 September 1935). Basing its posi-

tion on the principle of the equality and independence of all
countries, the Soviet Govermment stated that it could not support
any acts of the League of Nations or of individusl capitalist

countries eimed et violating the independence and equality of
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Ethiopia. The Soviet Union took advantage of its membership in
the League of Nations to encourage the condemnation of the aggres-
sion ageinst the Ethiopien people and the organizatian of collec-
tive resistance to the Itallan aggressors. At a plenum of the
Council of the League of Nations on 10 April 1935 the Soviet dele-
gate stated that "the USSR considers it a duty to reaffirm its
readiness tc carry out together with other members of the Lesgue

of Nations all of the obligations which the covenant imposes upon

all members without exception" (Pravds, 11 October 1935). The

Soviet delegete emphasized that concerted action was the surest
means of eliminating the conflict which had arisen on the soll of
fascist Ttaly's aspirations for colonial expansion and which was
threatening the territorial integrity and national independence

of Ethiopia. Warming of the danger which the fascist aggression
presented for ail mankind, the Soviet delegate pointed out that
concerted action would also comstitute a deterremt to other age-
gressors. The Soviet delegation to the League of Nations exposed
the false "arguments” of the Italisn rulers as to the allegedly
"eivilizing" role of Italy vis-a-vis Ethiopia, the "gtruggle"
against slavery, and "preserving” the security of Itely. Along
with its pitiless exposure of the aggressors and their accamplices,
the Soviet Government refused to recognize the selzure of Ethiopia

by Italy.

At the demand of the Soviet Unjon, and undexr pressure fraom
the popular masses of the entire world, the League of Nations was
compelled to pass & resolution calling for economic sanctions
against Italy on the basis of Article 3 of the Covenant. Those
states vhich vere members of the League of Rations agreed not to

trade with Italy and not to deliver weapcns and war materiel to

- 17 -
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her. If carried out realistically the economlc sanctions could
have played a decisive role since Italy depended upon imports of
petroleun and petroleum products, iror ore, copper, tin, nickel,

rubber, cottan, and meny other kinds of raw neterizl.

However the ruling circles of Britain and France saw in the
application of the sanctions only & means of deceiving public opine
ion in their own countries and of exercising a certain pressure on
Italy, since she bad reachesd an agreement with them at the expense
of Ethiopia. The sanctions werc not applied in the case of several
commodities, including petroleum and petroleun producte. Actually
the governments of the capitalist countries did not implement the
rulings of the League of Nations with regard to sanctions against
Ttaly. The closing of the Suez Canal to Italian shipping could
have served as s great hindrance to the fascist aggressors but
Britain did not want to do this. The US was among those nations;
ot members of the Lesgue of Hetions, which were invited to parti-
cipate in the sanctions. But the US rejected the invitation.
Switzerland, Bungary, Austria, and certain other nations also did

not participate in the sanctions.

Only the Soviet Union coneistently carried out sanctions

against the Italian aggressor.

The basic policy of the Soviet Union, which was aimed at
defending the Ethiopian people and against the fascist aggression,
vas supported by the masses of workers in all countries, inspired
by the communist parties. Organizing a movement of the popular
masses in defense of Bthiopie and against the fascist aggressors,
fhe Commmunist Party of the US demanded that the government discone
tinue shipments of weapons and war meteriel to Italy, prohibit the

- 18
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fipancing of the aggressors by rumerican benks, ond permit the sale

to Ethiopia of weupons fo carry on a just wir.

The Cammunist Internaticnal did a great deal of work by way
of mobilizing the masses for the struggle againat fasclsl aggres-
sion and in defense of the Bthiopian people. In its appesl of
7 October 1935 the IKKI Liap@lnitel’nyy Komitet Xampmunisticheskogo
internatsicnala -- Executive Committee of the Commumist Interna-
tiona;_] laid down & broad program for this struggle, called for
the organization of meetings, conzresses, wnd dasonstraticas, and
appealed to trensport workers and port workers to prevent the de-
parture of ships and trains carrying Itallan military units and

war materiel to be used in the war against Ethiopia.

THE OCCUPATION OF THE RETNELAND DEMILITARIZED ZONE
BY GERMAK FASCIST TROOPS, AND GERMANY'S DENUNCIATION

OF THE VERSAILLES TREATY AND THE LOCARNO AGREEMENTS

With respect to the Italo-Ethiopiaen War fascist Germany had
officially ennounced its "neutrality” but actually it was helping
the Ttalian aggressors to strangle the Ethiopien people. In ad-
dition to the solidarity with Italy as a fascist state, Germany
was proceeding on the assumption that Italy, having directed her
efforts toward Africa, would yield up bher position in southeast
Furope. As a matter of fact this was precisely what happened sub-

sequently.

Taking advantege of the interpational situation due to the
Italo-Ethiopian War and the refusal of the Western powvers to op-
pose the sggression, fascist Germany sent its troops into the Rhine-
land demilitarized zone which had been established pursuast to the
Versailles Treaty and strengthened by the Locarno agreements.

-19 -
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In undertaking this new violstion of internationul commit-
nents the Hitlerites were not wholly convinced that the occupation
of the Rhineland demiliterized zone would not umeet with opposition
on the part of France and other sctetes signatory to the Locarmo
agreements. Hitler's govermment was ready in the event of the
slightest resistance to refrain from the remilitarization of the
Rhineland zone. The commending officers of the units which entered
the Rhinelznd had been provided with packets and instructed to open
them if French troops made their appearsnce. The packets contained
instructions as to the necessity of retreating in the event of real
resistance on the part of France. In a conversation with the Aus-
trian Chancellor von Schuschnigg in 1930 Hitler acknovledged that
if France had offered resistonce in March 1936 Germany would have

been compelled to retreat.

But the fear of the French leaders turned out to have been
groundless. The French Governuent toock no sieps to ensure the
security of the country and the German troops which invaded the

Rhineland zome cn 7 March 193¢ consolidated thelr positions there.

In order to comceal its capitulatory policy and deceive the
people the French Govermment sent to the League of Katlons e protest
egainst the acts of fascist Germany and appealed to the US and

Britain to condemm these acts,

The US Government rejected France's appeal. The British
Government also took a position which in fact amounted to encourage-
ment of the German fascists. This position was supported by the
right wing Leborites. The Laborite Member of Parliiament Bellendger,
sympathizing with fascist Germany, stated apropos of the Germen
troops' occupation of the Rhineland that Germany had thus thrown

off the fetters of Vexrsailles.
- 20 -
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Having taken up on 17-19 March the French protest, the league
of Nations confined itself to a verbal reproach to Germany, point-
ing out that its acts did not contribute to the security of Europe.
The German fascist ringleaders could not interpret this position
of the Leangue of Natlons as anything but an encouragewment of their
aggressive acts. A similar position was taken at the London con-
ference of delegates fram nations signatory te the Locarno agree-
ments (excepting Italy), held in March 1936, which tacitly recog-
nized the remilitarizetion of the Rhineland zone. At this meeting

Britain once again guaranteed the security of France and Belgium,

The liquidation of the Rhineland demilitarized zone meant
the abrogation of the most iuportant articles of the Versailles
Treaty and the locarno sgreements {in January 1937 Cermany an-
nounced that it was removing its sigpnature fram the Versailles

Treaty and the Locarno agreements) and dealt a blow to the inter-

national prestige of France and Britain, exposing to the irh,ole

world the capitulatory policy of the ruling circles of France and

the unreeliistic nature of the British guarantees.

The occupation of the Rhineland strengthened fascist Ger-
many's position in the event of a war agasinst France and Belgium.
It also meent the strengthening of the German reer areas for ag-
gression in east Europe, that is, it increased the threst of war

and dealt a blow to European security.

Among all the powers only the Soviet Union took a position
of principle with regaxrd to the evemts which had developed. On
17 March 1936, when the French protest was under consideration at
the lLeague of Rations, the Soviet delegation exposed the aggressive
trend of the foreign policy of fascist Germany. It pointed out

- 2]l -
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that the USSR was not signetory to the Versailles Treaty and the

Locarno agreements but that the Soviet Government was opposing tle
violation of international agreements by the aggressors. The So-
viet Government not only protested against the aggressive acts of
fasclist Germany but it declared its readiness to assist France in

the event of an attack on her on the part of any European power.

On 19 March 1936 in an interview with Chastenet, the chief
editor of the French newspaper Le Temps, the Chairman of the Coun=-
cil of People's Cammissars, V. M. Molotov, stated that the uneasi-
ness of the French people because of the aggressive acts of fascist
Germany was quite understandable to the Soviet people and their
government. He further stated: "All of the assistance required
by France in connection with a possible attack on her by a European

state, insofar as it is derived from the Franco-Soviet Pact, which

contains no limitations in this respect, will be rendered on the

part of the Soviet Union" (Pravda, 24 March 1936).

Pointing to the growing danger of war for France and Bel-
gium, V. M. Molotov emphasized that the remilitarization of the
Rhineland had undoubtedly increased the threat for countries east

of Germany as well, particularly for the Soviet Union (Inid.).

In order to ward off this danger the Soviet Govermment pro-
posed measures to ensure collective security and collective re-

sistance to the fasclst aggressors.
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THE CONFERENCE AT MONTREUX, THE SUCCESS
OF THE SOVIET UNION IN THE MATTER

OF STRENGTHENING SECURITY IN THE BIACK SEA REGION

Oving to the increased tensions in international relations
as a whole, particularly in the Mediterranean and Black Sea regions,
the problem of revising the regulatiocns governing the Bosporus and
the Dardanelles established by the Lousanne Conference of 1923 ace

quired real urgency.

On the initiastive of Turkey, supported by the Soviet Uniocn,
a special international conference was called at the Swiss town of
Montreux For purposes of revising the Lsusanne Convention on the
Straits. Those participating in the work of the conference in-
cluded the USSR, Britain, ‘ustralia, France, Turkey, Bulgaria,

Greece, Rumania, Yugoslavie, and Japan.

As at the Lausanne Conference of 1923 Britain strove at
Montreux to have the Black Sea declared an open international sea.
It demanded that the conditions for the passage of naval vessels
through the Bosporus and the Durdanelles be the same for nations
bounded by the Black Sea and other nations. In peacetime, the
British draft convention stated, navael vessels and auxiliary ves-
sels, with the exception of submarines, should be granted free
passage through the Straits. In time of war, if Turkey remained
neutral, naval vessels should have the right of free transit and
navigation under the conditions named above. In time of a war in
which Turkey was & belligerent, the conditions for transit and
navigation for neval vessels would be established "entirely at the
discretion of the Turkish Govermment." The intermational commis-

sion on the straits was to comtinue to carry ocut its functionms.

23 -
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These demands of Britaln constituted an infringement of the sov-
ereignty and security of the nations vordered by the Black Sea,
being an atteunpt to establish the domination of the inmperialiste

in the region of the straits.

In the course of the conference the Turkish ruling circles,
counter to the national interests of theixr own country, rejected
the draft convenition they themselves had proposed, and made sub-
stantial concessions to the British imperialists, actually sup-
porting many of thelr demands. By indirect methods the Turkish
delegation tried to block the passage of naval vessels of the 3o~

viet Union through the straits.

The Soviet Union's line at the Momireux Conference was
aimed at ensuring the security of all Black Sea nations and &t the
preservation and strengthening of peace in the regions of the Black
Sea and the Mediterranean. The problem of the Biack Sea Stralte
was of tremendous importance to the USSR. It involved the security
of the USSR's boundaries on the Black Sea, ensuring conditioms for
trade relations with the outside world, and communications among
the Soviet fleets in the Black Sea, the Baltic, the North Sea, and
Far Esstern waters., BRuphasizing the vital impartence of the prob-
lem of the Black Sea Straits to the USSR, M. M. Litvinov, chief of

the Soviet delegation, stated at the conference; "If, according

to the metaphorical expression of Mr. Titulescu (Rumanian dele~-

gate -- I. I.), the Straits comstitute the heart of Turkey and
the lungs of Rumania, for the

nerve comnecting the different parts of its body
1936). .
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The Soviet Union procecded on the assumption that the straits
could not be compared with any other international waterways or
straits, since they led only into the Black Sea, a closed sea which
could not be used for transit into other countries. The Soviet
delegation emphasized that the security or Turkey and all Black Sea
nations "would be best guaranteed by completely barring access to

the straits on the part of navel vessels of nations not bordered

by the Bleck Sea" (Pravds, 24 June 1936). But in the imterests

of cooperation and of achieving an acceptable compromise solution
the Soviet delegation stated that it would not insist on completely
closing the straits to the naval vessels of nations not bordered
by the Black Sea but would demand limited access for such vessels,

regarding both quantiiy and tonnage.

At the Montreux Confereuce the Soviet delegation alsc in-
on free passage through the straits for the naval vessels
of Black Sea nations. These were the minimal Cewands flowing from

the egsential securlty interests of the USSR and all Black Sea

states.

The position taken by the Soviet Union cbstructed tl;e maneu=
vers of the imperialist powers and Britain was obliged to withdraw
her demands, which were unacceptable to the Biack Ses nations, and
aleo to make concessions. The work of the Montreux Conference was
concluded with the signing on 20 July 1936 of a new convention
governing the Bleck Sea Straits, consisting of 29 articles, It ap~

pendices, and a protoccl.

The enacting section of the convention emphasized that the
new conditions for the straits were established with the aim of

protecting the security of Turkey and the other Black Sea natloms.

.25 -
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Article 2 stipulated that "in time of peace merchant vessels will
be granted the right of campletely free passage and navigation
through the straits, both in the daytime and at night, regardless
of their flag or cargo” (Sbornik deystvuyushikh dogovorov, sogla-
sheniy, konfentsiy, zaklyuchennykh s inostrannymi gosuderstvami

[E Compilation of Currently Effective Pacts, Agreements, and Con-

ventians Concluded with Foreign Stateg/, No 9, 1938, Izd. NKID
[Publishing House of the People's Commissariat of Forelgn Affeirs]).
Pursuant to Article 4, this rule held good in time of war also,
provided Turkey remeined neutral. Passage through the straits in
peacetine on the part of the naval vessels of nations not bordered
by the Black Sea was limited in terms of quantity and tomnage.
Passage was allowed to surface and auwxiliary vessels with an over=-
all tomnage not in excess of 15,000 t {Article ). In peacetinme
rassage for the naval vessels of nations not bordering on the

Black See was allowed, provided thet the over-all tomnage of ves-
sels passing through at the same time did not exceed 30,000 t, with
the possibility of increasing this figure to 45,000 t in the event
that the fleet of one of the & Black Ses tions should be increased.
By the terms of the convention naval vessels of nations not bordered
by the Black Sea which had passed through the straits into the
Black Sea could not remain there more than 21 days (Article 19).
Consequently the convention made provision for access into the
Black Sea on the part of the naval vessels of non-Black Sea nations

in exceptional cases.

In this respect the convention signed at Montreux differed
radically from the lausanne Convemtion, pursuant to which the
streits had been stripped of military defenses and declared apen

t0o any naval vessels of any flag, day or night, without any
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permission from or notification of the Turkish suthorities. In
contrast to this the conditions of the convention signed at lMon-
treux imposed upon the non-Black Ser power definite limitations

with regard to the passage of navel vessels into the Black Sea.

The convention also established certain advanteges for the
Black Sea nations, wlo wers peruitted to send naval vessels, in-
cluding battleships and submarines, through the stralis (articles

11 and 12).

T4 was decided that the regulations for the streits would
remain in force in time of war as well. Turkey sgreed that if she
remained neutral she would prevent the passage of the naval ves-
sels of belligerents through the straits {(Article 19). If Turkey

were a2 belligerent she would act at her own discretion in the re-

gion of the siraits. An analagous situation was %0 obtain in the

event that Turkey was threatened by war (articles 20 and 21).

The convention adopted at Montreuw: meant the dissolution
of the inbernohional com:zission which had been established by the
lausanne Convention of 1923 to regulate conditions for the Black
Sea Straits. The aubthoriity of this commission was transferred to
Turkey. The latter was authorized to remilitarize the region of

the straits.

The convention regulating the Black Sea Straits was 10 re-
nain in force for 20 years., It was stipulated that if the conven-
tion was not denounced wiihin the 2 yeers immediately preceding
the expiration of this period it would remain in force for another

20 years.
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The decisions of the Montreux Conference had a positive
significance. The experience of the conference showed that cven
under the complex conditions of an eggravation of the intermational
situation it wes possible to solve controversial problems if the
principle of cooperation and mutual consideration of the interests
of the contracting parties were observed. Nonetheless the comvcn-
tion regulating the Black Sea Straits contains serious shortcomings
due to the position of Britain and other capitalist countries par~
ticipating in the work of the conference and in particular to the
position of the Turkish delegation. One shortcaming of the con-
vention was the fact that in violation of the rights of the Black
Sea nations it did not establish the principle of closing the
straits to the naval vessels of non-Black Sem nations. Another
defect of the convention was the granting to the Turkish Govern-~
ment of the right actuelly to interpret and spply its articles at

the latter's own discretion without outside controls.

However compared to the Lausanne Convention it represented
a step ahead. To a certein extent it tock into account the securi-
ty interests of the Soviet Union end the other Black Sea nations,

which fact bore witnese to the success of Soviet foreign policy.

THE GERMAN-ITALIAN FASCIST INTERVENTION IN SPAIN
AND THE PGSITION OF THE CAPITALIST POWERS,

THE SOVIET UNION'S STRUGGLE IN DEFENSE OF THE SPANISH PEOPLE

Toward the end of 1935, on the initiative of the Cammunist
Party, e movement for the establishment of a united popular front
against fascism and fascist aggression was launched in Spain. Imn
February 1936, on the occesion of the elections to the Cortes (Par-

liement), the parties which hsad joined the popular fromt won a

- 28 -

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/08/12 : CIA-RDP81-01043R000700180007-4



Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/08/12 : CIA-RDP81-01043R000700180007-4

victory (the united front inciuded the Coammnis:t Party of Spein,
the Radical Republican Party, the Republican Union, the Socialist
Party, the Cataloniun Radical Party, the CGeneral Confederation of
Labor, and the sociclist and communiast parties of Catalonia), Fol-
lowing the elections in 8pain there was forumed a united front gove
ernnent which arnnownced a pacific forelgn policy and began to carrxy

out democratic transformstions within the country.

The Spanish reactionaries, supported by the fascists of
Germany and Italy, decided to oppose the victorious Fopular Froot
and ite government and to opposs the democraitic social changes end

the paciiic foreign policy.

The fascist revolt against the legal govermuent of ithe Popu-
lar Front, prepared and organized with the aid and instigation of
the German and Italian fascists, began on 18 July 1936 in Spanish
Morocco end on the Canary Islands. Military units stationed in

Spain itself participated in the revolt.

In almost all of the cities of Spain (especially in Madrid

and Barcelona)

magses and were defeated almost immedietely.

As early es August 1936, having witnessed the fiasco of the
crinina} plans of the rebels, the fascist govermments of Germany
and Itely began open intervention in the Spanish war. Thus the
German-Iteliasn fascist intervention began developing in the sumer
of 1936. By the end of December 1936 there were more than 20,000
German soldiers and officers in Spain and more than 35,000 Italian
troops. By March 1937 the forces of the intervemtionists numbered
more than 100,000,
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In carrying out their interventlon against republican Spain,
the ruling cliques of fascist Germany and Itely were pursuing long
range oims. They had token into account the strategic iuportance
of Spain, vhich is situsted slong the sea lanes between the Ailape
tic Ocean and the Medlterranean and
Africe end Asla. The imperialists of all countries, including
the German Imperiallsis, were interested in Spain as a base for
expansion into Africa. Taking into sccount the connections between
Spain and the countries of latin fAmerica, the imperialists assumed
that the possession of Spain would provide certoin sdventages for
expanding liu those counlries. And Spain iteellf was an important
market for the imperialist wonopolies. It possessed reserves of
tin, zinc, wmercury, copper; mngunese, ond other strategic row ua-

terials,

In launching their intervention in Spain, fascist Germany
and Italy wers directly threatening the positions of the other
lmperialist povers, above all, those of France and Britain. At
the same time, their plens included the goal of destroying the
forces of democracy in Spain and subeequently iun other countries.
The fascist sggressors figured that once they had consolidated
their position in Spain they could strengthen their rear areas for
war in east Europe against the USSR. Finally, the German-Italien

"

fascists considered Spein to be a kind experimental farm” for

testing their armed forces.

The heroic Spanish pecple, inspired by the Communist Party,
had to carry on a bitter struggle not only against the internal
fascist gangs but also against the foreign fascist interventionists.
The struggle of the Spanish people asgainst the rebels was transformed
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into a revolutionary war of national liberation ageinst foreign

invaders, ageinst internal snd international reactionaries.

A Cerman-Italien aggressive bloc was bullt up in the course
of the wars against Ethiopia and Spain. On 24 October 1936 a

protocol between the fascist rulers of Germany and Ttaly was

]

signed, foruing the so-called "Rome-Beriin fAxis." Germany recog-

nized the seizure of Bthicpia by fascist Itzaly. An agreenent was

reached regarding the coordination of the policies of thnese nations

in Buropean pollticse. Italy rede concessgions to Germeny with re-

POl

gard to econamic positions in southeast Burope. The fascist ring-

ieaders of Germany and Italy recognized Franco, the leader of the

rebeis, as the ruler of Spain.

What wvas the position of the great capitalist powers vis-a-

vis the Franco revolt and the German-Itolian fascist intervention?

The govermments of the US, Britainm, and France announced a

policy aof "nonintervention” with regard to the Spanish question.

They praisea Tnis BOLICY as 3 rL=-t1% S L1z v i3 ilie

a3

Despite the fact that the German-Italian intervention against
Spain threatened the interests of Britain and France iu the basins
of the Mediterranean and the Atlantic Ocean, the reasctionary circles
of these countries, like the ruling circles of the Us, actually
heiped the rebels and interventionists. They assumed that a vic-
toxy on the part of republican Spain would encourage an upswing in
the revolubtionary democratic movement in France and other Buropean
countries, which would weaken the position of the bourgeoisie. The
imperialists were also afraid (or so they elleged) that republican

Spain would not solve the problem of the Spanish colonies in a
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dewocratic manner, and that this would serve as a rallying point
for all the peoples of the colonial countries. On the basis of
these class interests, they saw in the person of the fascist in-
terventionists a weapcn and a smashing force in the struggle
against demccracy. They hated the democratic regime which had
been established in Spain and the democratic measures which had

been taken.

The League of Nations, vhere British and French delegates
played the chief role and on vhich the US exercised s cloakroowm in-
fluence, did not take the necessary steps against the fascist ag-

gression and in defense of the Spanish Repu.lic.

On the initiabtive of France and Britain there was reached
an agreewent on noninterventiom in Spanish affailrs, signed by 28
nations. A nonintervenition comuittee with headguarters in London
was established on the basis of this agreement. In the course of
ite 2 1/2 years of existence this cormittee took no effective steps

wvhatsosver for implamenting resl nonintervention in the ivternal
affairs of Spain but in fact became an organ For instigation and
hidden assistance to the aggressors in strangling the Spanish

people,

Despite the fact that since 1935 there had existed in the
US a lew prohibiting exports of wespons and war materiel to bel-
ligerent countries, in the first 6 months following the begimming
of the intervention in Spain the US monopolies delivered to fascist
Germany wespons and war materiel costing 400,000 dollars. In Jenu-
ary 1937 the US Congress voted an amendment to the 19535 “neutrality"
act prohibiting shipments of weapons and war materiel to countries

vhere a civil war was in progress. In this case Spain was meant.
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In accordance with the auenduent to the "neutraiity” act
the American moncpolies avsolutely refused to deliver weazpons and
materiel to republican Spain, even at very high prices. At the
same time they stepped up deliveries (especially through Portugzl)
to the Franco rebels and the Gerusn and Itailan interventionists.
By Pebruary 1937 the US had in effect recognized Franco as the
ruler of Spain. This was evidenced by the fact that it opened a

consulate in Malage, which had been seized by the rebvels.

The US authorities denied psasports to persons desiring to
fight in intermational volunteer units against the Tascist rebeis
and interventionists, under threat of a loss of citizenship, 3
years® iuprisonment, and a fine of 3,000 dollars. Surveillance
was established over the c;:llec‘c.ion of funds from the population
to aid the Spanish republicans. It was proposed to all perscns
desirous of making such cantributions that they register with the

Vi

FBI. Wwhen the democratic organizstisns an progressive public

figures had collected about one million dollars for the Spanish
republicans, the American authorities proposed that this sum be
divided equally smong the rebels and the republicans, a proposal

which caused consternation among the democratic elements.

The reactioneries of the US, Britain, France, and other
capitalist countries spread vicious slander about republican Spain.
They depicted the struggle of the Spanish people as the handiwork
of the Soviet Govermment and the Camintern, and the democratic re-
forms of the united front government as the "sovietization" of

Sp&in, etc,

Of all the great powers only the Soviet Uniom carrectly
evaluated the st gle of the Spanish people for their liberty
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and independence and against fapcism and fascist aggression. The
Soviet people and their government looked upon the heroic struggle
of the Spanish people not as their private affair but as the af-
fair of all progressive mankind. This attitude of the Soviet Union
toward the struggle of the Spanish people was clearly expressed by
I. V. Stalin in a telegram dated 16 October 1936 addressed to the
secretary of the Central Committee of the Spanish Coumunist Party,

Jose Diaz.

Guided by the principles of peace and security, the Soviet
Government did not consider that aid to the legel governuent of
the Spanish Republic against the rebels and interventionists con-
stituted intervention in the internal affairs of that country or
that it was counter tc the Covenment of the League of Nations. On
the contrary the Soviet Government felt that the prohibition of
the sale of weapons to that government wes an arbitrary acd unjust

measure which violated the principles of international law.

However, by virtue of the exceptional circumstances, with
a view to the most rapid cessation of the war and bloodletting in
Spain, and for the sake of preserving peace in Europe; the Soviet
Uniom considered it feasible to sign the internationel agreenent
on nonintervention. The Soviet Government signed the agreement
on nonintervention in Spanish affeirs on the basis of "the natural
assumption that the commitments imposed by the agreement would be
observed by all of the nations signatory thereto" (Mirovoye khoz-
yaystvo 1 miroveya politike [World Ecomomy snd World Politics/,
No 1, 1937, page 174).

The Soviet Union demanded that the Committee on Noninterven-

tion systematically implement the agreemsnt on nonintervention and
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achieve the cessation of intervention and other kinds of aid to
the rebels. In reply to am invitation to sign the agreement on
nonintervention on 6 August 1936 the Soviet Government pointed to
the necessity for immediate cessation of the ald being rendered
by certain states to the rebels against the legal Spanish Govern-
ment. In October 1936 the Soviet Government resolutely declared
that it opposed transforming the agreeuent on nonintervention into
a screen to cover up aid to the rebels on the part of the signa-

tories to the agreement.

Considering that Portugal was an important base for supply-
ing the rebels and that the armed forces of the interventionists
were being sent into Spain through the former country, the Soviet
Government demsnded the immediate establishment of contrels over
the Portugese ports. At the same time the Soviet Government pro-
posed the establishment of controls over the Spanish ports and the
important border points. In December 1936 the Soviet Government
declared ite readiness to cooperate in an attempt to put an end
to the war in Spain by means of mediation and to enter into talks
with the govermments of other countries %o this end. Is ithe in-
terests of stopping the bloodletting in Spain the Soviet Govern-
ment signed an agreement prohibiting the sending of volunteers to
Spain. It ennounced its readiness to attempt, together with other
countries, the recall of all foreign volunteers and regular troops
from Spain and for purposes of achieving this to emcourage the

signing of an armistice. Considering that it was impossible to

regard the legal Spanish Government and the rebels as equel parties,

the Soviet Government justly insisted that "the rebels, who vere
the first to use armed force against the legal government of the

Spanish Republic, should be the first to desist from military

-35 -

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/08/12 : CIA-RDP81-01043R000700180007-4



Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/08/12 : CIA-RDP81-01043R000700180007-4

actions . . . and the first to begin the wiihdrawal of foreign

troops from the country” (Izvestiya, 29 May 1937).

The Soviet Govermment systematically exposed the interven=-
tion in Spanish affairs on the part of the fascist powers and the
activity of the Committee on Nonintervention, which was actually
encouraging the interventionists and the rebels. In view of this
policy of the camittee, the Soviet Union stated that it would not
be responsible for its activity and "could not consider itself
bound by the agreement or :.onintervention to any greater extent
than any of the other signatories to this agreement" (Izvestiya,
2k October 1936). Pointing out that a favorable position for the
rebels and the interventionists had been created as a result of
the violation of the agreement on nonintervention, the Soviet
Government demanded that "the right to purchase weapons outside
of Spain and the possibility thereof, which rights and possibili-
ties are enjoyed by . . . &8ll governments in the world . . . be

restored to the Spanish Govermment" (Ibid.).

The Soviet Union utilized all possible diplomatic means and
nethods to struggle for collective resistance to the fascist ag-
gressors and in defemnse of the just cause of the Spanish people
within the fremework of the international agreement and the Com-
mittee on Nonintervention. When however the Cammittee on Noninter-
vention had definitively been transformed into an organ for assist-
ing the interventionists and the rebels the Soviet Govermment re-

called ite delegates.

The Soviet Union took advantage of its presence at the
League of Nations to expose ihe German-Italian fascist interven-

tionists and tc defend the interests of the Spanish people. In
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December 1936 at an extraordinary session of the Council of the
League of Nations the Soviet delegation propeosed taking & posi-
tion which would make it possible to utilize all potentialities
for the most rapid cessation of the aggression and for preventing
the catastrophe which was threatening the peoples of the world.
In 1937 at the May session of the Council of the League of Hations
the Soviet delegation issued an appeal for maximun aid to the
Spanish people not only in the interests of Spain but in the in-
terests of intermational security and the preservatlon of peace
in the world., The chief of the Soviet delegation warned that the
League of Nations would be doomed to physical and moral death if
it remained aloof from the events in Spain. The Soviet Union
called upon the governments of all countries to offer collective
resistance to the fascist aggressors, to rally the forces of
democracy in all countries for the struggle against fascism and

fascist aggression.

The Soviet Union rendered not only moral and diplomatic
support but material and military support as well to republican
Spain.
heroically in the internatiocmal volunteer units. The Soviet Union
rendered aid in the form of foodstuffs to the Spanish people.
Children of Spanish patriots wvho had fallen on the field of battle

were given shelter in the land of socialism.

Not only the Soviet people but the peoples of the whole
world supported the Spanish people in their heroic struggle for
freedom, independence, and democracy. The communist parties in-
spired the struggle of the laboring masses in defemse of the Spanish

people. The Communist Internetional did & huge amount of work in
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organizing on an international scale the struggle of the workers
in defense of the Spunish pecple and against the fascist aggres-
sors. Its efforts were aimed at achieving the unity of the work-

ing class and the laboring uasses.

In contrast to this the right wing socialists followed a
policy of dividing the working class, slandered the Spanish Repub-
lic and the Soviet Union, and frustrated measures for rendering
aid to the Spanish republicans. Special responsibility for this
wag borne by L. Blua, the leader of the French right wing social-
ists, who headed the French Government during this period. The
acts of thls government amcunted to a stab in the back of the

Spanish people.

Against the will of their peoplz, the governuents of
Britair and France increased step by step their aid to the Franco
forces. They tried persistently to reach an agreement with the

fascist aggressors at the expense of the Spanish and other peoples.

The refusal of the governments of Britain and France to in-
vite representatives of republican Spain to the Nyon Conference
(September 1937) constituted an inimical act vis-a-vis the latter.
This conference had been called because the fascist intervention-
ists had begun, on a large scale, to carry out piratical raids on
ships in the Mediterranean. 1In August 1937 the Soviet steamers
Timiryazev and Blagoyev, which were carrying food cargoes to re=-
publican Spain, were sunk. The Nyon Conference passed a resolu-
tion on the necessity of destroying the submarines which were en-
gaged in maritime piracy. But, despite the protests of the Soviet

delegation, the British and French delegates refused to grant to
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the shipping of republican Spein protection against «ttacks froam

the submerines of the fascist states.

In November 1937 the govermments of Britain and France, in
an attempt to attract the rebels to their side, accorded de facto
recognition to the Franco government and in February 1939 they ac-
corded it de jure recognition. The French Govermment turned over
to the Franco government the fleet and gold reserves of republicen
Spain, which had been entrusted to France for safckeeping. Spanish
republicen exiles were turned over for prosecution. Pursuant to
an agreement with Britain, the trailors who had gained canirol of
the positions of authority in the navy of republican Spain took
the Spanish fleet to Bizerte. This move provoked the wrath of the

broad popular wasses throughout the world.

On 28 March 1939 with the active help of the reactionary
circles in Britain, Fraence, and the US the fascist rebels and the

German-Italian interventionists captured Madrid. No later than

1 April 1939 the US Government accorded de Jjure reéognition to the

Franco government and established diplomstic relations with it.

Thue the fascist regime in Spain was established not only
by the bayonets of the German-Italian interventionists but by the
efforts of certain circles in the US, Britain, and France. In
aiding the rebels and the German-Italian interventionists, the re~
actionary circles in the US, Britein, and France wanted above all
to untie the hands of the rulers of Germany and Italy in the west
g0 that they could be in a better position to act in the east

ageinst the USSR.
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As a result of the aggressive ects of the fascist powers a
hotbed for war was created in the Mediterranean bepin along the
most important routes from Europe to Asia. This was a policy
fraught with danger for the monopolists of Britein and France,

since it helped to strengthen the positions of their competitors.

This aid to the fascist rebels and the German-Italian inter-
ventionists was a stab in the back of the forces of democracy not
only in Spain and Burope but throughout the world. The events in
Ethiopise, the Rhineland, =.3 EZpain were the preperatory stages in

the unleashing of war, & preiude to World iar II,

In spite of the defeat of republican Spain, the heroic

struggle of the Spanish people was not in vain. It bred and forged
; ensmies of fascism, flening patriots of their father-

I{ was an inspiring exmrple for thg: oppressed peoples of
other countries and it strengthened the sentiments of proletarian
internationalism. Generations of Spenish democrats and other free-
dom loving peeples will always be inspired by tbe heroism of the
fighters for a just cause. The heroic struggle of the Spanish
people in the years 1936-1939 comstitutes an important guarantee

that the Spanish people will gain freedom and independence.

A NEW STAGE IN THE JAPANESE AGGRESSIOGN IN CHINWA,
THE SOLIDARITY BETWEEN THE SOVIET PEQPLE ANRD THE CHINESE PECPLE
IN THEIR STRUGGLE AGAINST THE JAPANESE IMPERIALIST INVADERS,

THE USSR'S STRUGGLE FOR PEACE AND SECURITY IN THE FAR EAST

In the yeers 1936-1939 international relations in the Far
East were characterized by a further aggravation of the conflicts

between the imperialist powers, Japan, the US, Britain, France, etc.
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This was due to an aggravation of the problem of markets, colonies,
and spheres of influence. China wes one of the main arenas of the

intraimperialist struggle.

Despite the fact that Japan represented a growing competitor
of the US, Britain, and France in the Far E:st end in the Pacific
area, the ruling circles of these countries aided Japunese mili-
tarism in every way, seeing in it a crushing force in the struggle
against the USSR and the revolutionary moveuent in the countries
of the Far Bast, especially against the democratic forces in China.
They followed a policy aimed at collusion with the Japanese iu-
perialists at the expense of the USSR, China, and other countries.
The reactionary circles of the US, Britain, and France used every

method to direct the Japanese aggression against the Soviet Uniom.

The Kuominteng Govermment which held the pover in Chima,
that motley assembly of reactionary forces and agents of the
foreign irmperialistis, follcwed a policy
Jepenese invaders. ZThe chief aim of this clique was a struggle
against the democratic forces of China, headed by the Chinese Com-

munist Party.

The fact that Italy had gone unpunished for ite aggression
in Ethiopia and the encouragement of the German-Italian fascist
intervention in Spain created favorable conditions for the expan-

sicn of the intervention of the Japanese militarists in Chine,

In 1935-1936, pursuing a policy of unleashing war, the
Japanese militarists carried out surprise attacks on the Mongolian

People's Republic. In Janumry 1935 several border provocations

took place. The government of the MER [Mongol 'skaya Narodnaya
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Respublike -- Mongolien People's Republic/ proposed to use peace-
ful means in dealing with all controversial matters. But the talks
which had been begun in June were broken off by the Japanese in
November. In February 1936 Japanese troops with tanks, artillery,
and air support invaded the MNR. Thus by early 1936 a tense and
alarming situation had been created on the border between Man-
churia and the Mongolian People’s Republic. The direcit threat of

an attack by the Japanese imperialists on the MNR had arisen.

In this connection in an interview with Roy Howard, an
American newspaperman, on 1 March 1636 I. V. Stalin stated that
if Japan tried to seize the Mongolian People’s Republic the Soviet
Union would came to the aid of the Mongolian pecple as it had in
1921. (Stalin, I. V., Beseda s_predsedatelem amesrikanskogo gazet-

nogo ob'yedineniya Skripps-Govard N'yuspeypers g-nom Roy Govardom
1 marta 1936 goda [Interview with Roy Howard, President of the

Americen Newspaper Chain, "Scripps-Howsxrd Newspepers,” om 1 March

1936/, 1936, Partizdat, page 5)

On 12 March 1936 a wmutual assistance pact was signed between
the USSR and the MNR, which formalized the agreement between them
vhich had existed since 1934 and which provided for mutual support
by all means in the matter of warding off and preventing the threat
of & military attack and the rendering of mutusl aid and support

in the event of an attack by any third party on the USSR or the MNR.

In signing this protocol the govermments of the USSR and
the MR were guided by a desire to support the cause of peace in
the Far Bast and to promote the further strengthening of the
friendly relations existing between them, By the terms of Article
1 of the protocol the parties agreed, in the event of the threat
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of an attack on their territories by a third state, iumediately
to consider jointly the situatiom which had arisen and to take all
steps which might be necessary to ensure the security of their

territories. Pursuant to Article 2 the govexrmuments of both states

agreed, in the event of a military attack on one of them, to render

to each other all poseible aid, including military aid.

The Soviet-Mongolian agreement had a sobering effect on the
Japanese militarists. They henceforth preferred to refrain from
attacking the Mongolian People's Republic, knowing that the Soviet

Union would immediately come to the latter's zid.

In the course of its preparations for wide scale aggres=-
sion the Japanese Government moved steadily closer to fascist
Germany. On 25 Novewber 1936 the so-calied "Anti-Comintern Pact”
was gigned between fascist Germany and militarist Japan. This
wae an aggressive, predatory pacht aimed not only against the USSR
but against the US, Britain, France, and other countries, against
the forces of democracy throughout the world. Its aggressive alms
were covered by a screen of anticommmism., Italy became & party

to this pact in 1937.

Following the signing of this pact Japan stepped up its
preparations for new acts of aggression against China. By ueans
of seizing China the Japanese imperialists wanted to create con-
venient strategic positions against the Soviet Uniom end also
ageinst the colonial power which were their competitors in the
Far Bast and in the Pacific area. They figured that the seizure
of China, with its inexhaustible material resources, would
strengthen their position in the struggle against the US, Britain,

and France. On the basis of these long range calculations, Japan
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decided to begin a war against China as soon as possible, in order
to ward off the formation of a united front of the Chinese people,
on the orgenization of which the Communist Party was working in-

tensively.

The Japanese aggressors hoped that they would succeed in
waging a "blitzkrieg" egeinst China and would defeat it without
great difficulty. They assumed that they would not meet with any

sericus resistence from the disorgenized forces of China.

Considering itself adequately prepared to carxy out its ag-

gressive adventurist plans, militarist Japen suddenly invaded

north and centrel China. 7The military actions began an 7 July

1937; when Japanese troops attacked Chinese military units in the

vicinity of Peiping.

In the course of July the Jepanese troops captured Peiping,
Tientsin, Xalgan, and several other cities. Ir ’‘ugust battles
were Tought in the region of Shanghai, ending with its capture
in Hovember 1937. In December Japanese troops c¢aptured Nanking.
Such was the beginning of the new stage of Japenese aggression in

China.

The war waged by militarist Japen against China was an un-
Just, predatory war. Its aim was the establishment of a monopoly
rule of the Japanese imperialists in China, the enslavement of the
Chinese people, and the conversiom of the territory of China inte
a staging area for further sggression. Its aim also included the

destruction of the democratic forces in China,

But even in the early stages of the war oversights on the

part of the Japanese iwperialists became apparent. On the
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initiative of the Camuunist Party a united national front agalnst
the Japanese invaders began to be formed 1n China, In Septeubder
1937 en agreement was reached between the Chinese Coemmunist Party
and the Kuomintang, coampelled by powerful pressure fras the popular
wasses to make such an agreeuent., After the agreement on o united
front hed been reached, the Soviet regions of Chine were reor=-
ganized into separate democratic regioms (Shensi, Hansu, Nansi),
The armed forces headed by the Chinese Camunist Party were reor-

anized intc the independent Eighth and Fourth armies.

Owing to the attack by the Japanese aggressors, the
people rose up to struggle in defemse of their freedam and
peildence. This was & just, holy war. The struggle of the
people against the Japanese imperialist invaders was an important
contribution to the general cause of the struggle of the antifascist

forces of the entire world,

The popular democratic forces, inspired and led by the
Chinese Communist Party, constituted = genuine fortress in the
struggle against the Japanese invaders. Struggling for the
strengthening of the united national front and the rallying of all
national forces capable of resisting the aggressors, the Chinese
Communist Party proposed measures which were calculated to emsure
favorable international comditions for the victory of the Chinese
people. It posed the problem of strengthening the ties between
the national front of China and the peace loving forces of other
countries, and stremgthening the unity between the Chinese and So-
viet peoples. It emphasized the task of taking advantage of the
conflicts in the camp of imperialiem to the interests of the Chi-

nese people's struggle for liberation (Mao Tse-Tung » Izbrannye
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proizvedeniya /Selected Workgf, Vol I, 1452 edition, page
450).

The creation of a wnited national front im China was of
historic significance. It mesnt the mobilizetion of the patricte
ic forces in the struggle against the enewy and constituted a de-
clsive factor in the inevitable collapse of the Japanese luperial-

ists' plans.

#ao Tse-Tung, the leader of the Coumunist Party and of all
democratic forces in China, said thet in the antiinperialist war
the Chirese patriots "need help fro. foreign peoples and , above
all; help frou the peoples of the Soviet Union, And they will of

course help us, since ve have vital interests in common with them"

(Mao Tse-Tung, Izbrannye proizvedeniya, Vol I, page 290). He was

not mistaken. In their struggle azainst the foreign oppressors

the Chinese people were united with the Soviet people and the

laboring masses of all countries of the world, who supported then.

The ruling circles of the US; Britain, and the other capie
talist countries took & completely different attitude toward the
Japsnese aggression. The British uonopolists were disturbed by
the success of their Japanese competitors in China. But they were
even more fearful of the revolutionary democratic movemenmt in China,
They were afraid that it might have an influence on the popular
masgsses of Indis and the cbher countries dependent upon Britain,
Therefore the British Tuling circles tried in every possible way
to reach agreement with Japan by uweans of collusion with her at

the expense of the Chinese people and against the USSR.
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Even before military action had begun the British imperial-
ists had made attempts to reach agreement with their Japanese coni-
petitors at the expense of Chine and against the USSR. In par-
ticular these attempts were made in the course of the Japanese-
British talks of Mey 1937. These talks showed that Britain was
actually willing to accept Jepan's domirant position in northeast
China. The British ruling circles figured that from these posi-
tions the Japanese aggressors would probzbly move in the direction
of the Soviet Union. However it was very impartant to the British
that they conserve their capital and positions in the central and

southern regions of China.

Therefore the Japanese politiciens let it be understood
that they would not infringe upon British interests in this ares.
But even after the Japanese forces had invaded central China the
British ruling circles continued to seek ways of reaching agree-
ment with the Japanese aggressors, with a view to redirecting the

latter's expansion toward the north.

This policy was characteristic of the ruling circles of tke
US to an even greater extent. In the hope that they could come
to an agreement with Japan at the expense of China and direct the
former's aggression toward the USSR, the US monopolists supplied
Japen with scrap metal, fuel, and other war materiel. From Janu-
ary through June 1937 (that is, the 6 monthe before the beginning
of the war) US exports to Japan increased by 80% relative to the
same period in the preceding year. Weapons and sirategic materials
accounted for 60% of US exports to Japan. With the beginning of
the Simo-Japanese War Américan exports continued. In 1937 they
increased by 33.5%, and in 1938 by 34.3%. There was a similar in-

cresse in 1939. The /merican monopalies helped Japan to modernize
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their shipbuilding technology, to organize the production of syn«

thetic fuels, and to create an alwuinum industry.

In addition to techniczl and econamic aid to the Japanese
aggressors, the US attempted to reach a polltical egreement with
them. In Februsry 193¢ Grew, the US Aubassador to Tokyo, empha-
sized that "from the economic, financial, and commercial viewpoint,
+he US can be & better friend to Japan than any other country in
the world, if Japan will play ball with 1t (that is, with the us)"

(Voprosy istorii /Probless of History/, No &, 1953, page 79).

The US also exported wespons and war materiel to the Kuo=~
mintang people. In the course of 193¢ it granted Chang Xal-shek

credits amounting to 297 million dollars (Cf. Lyu Da-nyan’,

Istoriyve amerikanskoy sgressii v XKitaye /K History of Auericar

Aggression in China/, 1951 edition, page 116). In grenting credits
+o the Kuomintang people and rendering thes other kinds of assistance,
the Arerican imperialisis were preparing the conditions for the en-
slavement of China and vere obtaining broad privileges ror them~

selves by way of extortion.

The attitude of the capitalist powers toward the Japanese
aggression was clearly shown at the League of Netions, %o wvhich en
12 September 1937 Chine appemled with a protest against the aggres-
sive acts of Japen, The leesgue of NHations failed to teke the re-
quired steps in the defense of China, which was 2 member of this
organization, and did not move toward organizing resistance to the
Japanese imperialist aggressors. It confined itself to expressing
the hope in October 1937 that those states which were members of
the Leegue of Rations wouid not take steps which might veaken

China and make its position more difficult.
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Actually avoiding any consideration of the problem of
Japanese imperiallst aggression in China, the League of Nations
passed the problei on for consideration by the internetional con-
ference which was to be called pursuant to Article 7 of the ¢ Power
Pact in commnection with the "situation which had aricen in the Far

East."”

This conference was held in November 1637 at Brussels.
Delegates from the US, Britain, France, China, Italy, Portugal,
Belgium, and Holland participst the work of the conference.
(Delegates from the British dominlons, Crnada, Australia, eand New
Zealand, also participated.} Of those nations which had partici-
pated in the Washington Conference, Jepan did not send delegates
+o the Brussels Conference. Of the states which had not partici-
peted in the Washington Conference, Norway, Demmerk, Sweden, Bo-~

1ivia, and Mexico sent delegates to the Brussels Conference.

The Soviet Union was invited to the Brussels Conference.
In answer to the note from the Belgian Government, which had been
charged with issuing the invitation, the People's Cormissar of
Foreign Affairs wrote that "although the USSR wag not & partici-
pant in the Washington Treaty, considering that the conference at
Brussels is being called pursuant to a regolution of the Leegue
of Nationé Assembly . . . the Soviet Government, having an interest
in affairs in the Far Bast, affirms its readiness to participate
in the conference in question" (Izvestiys, 30 October 1937). Im

agreeing to participate in the conference the Soviet Union posed

for itself the task of promoting the cause of peace and defending

those peoples who had becane victims of aggression.
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At the Drussels Conference the delegates frow the us,
Britain, and France followed a& line aimed at agreement with the
Japanese imperialists at the axpense of the Chinese people. They

reproached Japan, not for agsression against China but for infringe

countries. And they demanded that the latter's positions be ree
stored in that country. The delegates fram the US, Britain, and
France did not make any proposals aimed at stopping the Japanese
aggression in China, loreover they tried to take advantage of the
situation which had arisen ir order to bring Japan into collision
with the USSR and ithereby distract the former from those areas in
vwhich they were interested and to weaken the Soviet Union. To
this end they hinted that the Soviet Union alome shouid assume
the burden of the struggle against the Japunese aggressors in
Chine. This was a crafty attempt to push the USSR into war with
Japan and under conditions of the letter's internatiomel isolation

to have somebody else pull the chestnuts ocut of the fire.

This attempt cn the part of the US, British, and French
delegates met with Iimm opposition from the Soviet delegation,
The documents of the Brussels Conference testify to the fact that
the USSR was ready to participate in any ection against the Japan-~
eése aggression if that action was undertaken collectively with the

efforts of all of the interested powers.

The Soviet delegation stated that the Sino-Japanese conflict
should be regulated on the basis of the independence of the Chinese
pecple and a respect for their sovereignty. However this goal, as
the Soviel statement put it, "car be attained only if the unified
and effective efforts of the powers interested in preserving peace
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in the Far Bast are directed toward it. Any concrete initiative
in this direction will be supported by the Soviet Union" (Izvestiys,

15 November 1937).

In view of the fact that in order to carry on the war Japen
was iuporting a large quantity of strategic materials (up to T0%
of the iron requ 90% of the petroleum, etc) the Soviet dele-
gation insisted that economic sanctions be invoked againat Japan
on the basis of articles 16 and 17 of the League of Nations Coven-
ant. M. M. Litvinov, the chief of the Soviet delegation, emphasized
+that "the unification of the peace loving countries is especially
importent at this time, when the aggressive countries are becoming
increasingly united and closely knit, creating a threat for an in-
creasingly large number of natiouns."” The Soviet delegation demand-
ed "not only the restoration of peace in the Far Bast, but the re-
storation of a just peace, a peace which will not unleash but con-

tain aggression, both in the future and in other parts of the

world" (Izvestiys, 4 November 1937). The Soviet delegation ex-

posed the machinations of the imperislists and their plans to reach
an agreement with Japan at the expense of China and decisively and

resolutely defended the interests of the Chinese people.

The proposals of the Soviet Union were not accepted by the
Brussels Conference. It confined itself to & meaningless declara-
tion expressing the desire that hostilities cease and that peaceful
procedures be employed. The declaration stated that the conference
"reaffirms the principle of the § Power Pact" and considered it es-

sential to settle the conflict in accordance therewith.

Despite the refusal of the US, British, and French imperial-

ists to take collective measures to stop the Japanese aggression
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in the Far Bast, the Soviet Union continued to render renl assistance
to the Chinese people. On 21 August 1937 the Soviet Uniom

with Chine a nonaggression pact vhich substantielly helped

Chinese people in their struggle against the Japanese invaders.

In Article 1 of the pact both parties declared that they condemmed
recourse to waxr as a neans of settling international disputes and
pledged not to attack each other either individuslly or Jjointly
with one or several powers. Article 2 stated that if one of the
contracting parties were attacked by one or several other powers,
the other contracting party agreed not to render any aid, either
direct or indirect, to the other vower or powers. At the same
time the parties agreed to refrain from any acts or agreements
which might be utilized by attacking power or powers to the dis-

advantage of the party being attacked.

The Sino-Soviet Pact, being an “"instrument of peace and
collective security," was intended to serve the cause of preserv-
ing the general peace and stirengthening the friendly relations

between the peaples of the USSR and Chine (Pravda, 20 ‘ugust 1937).

The Soviet Govermment issued several declaxrations protest-
ing the bambing of peaceful Chinese cities by Jepanese aircraft
and the brutality of the Japenese occupying forces toward the
Chinese population. In these declarations the Soviet Government
exposed before the entire vworld the brutal visage of the Japanese
imperialist inveders. The protest against the bombing of Cantomn
stated that the attacks of the Japanese aircraft on the peaceful
and defenseless population "had provoked a feeling of great alarm
in the public opinion of all of the civilized countries in the
world, including the Soviet Union" (Pravda, 21 June 193E).
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In 1938 the Soviet Union made & loan of 100 millisn doliars
to China and in 1939 a loan of 150 million dollars. In June 1939
the Soviet Union and China concluded a trade agreement on the basis
of the principle of equality end mutual benefit. This support from
the Soviet Union eased the burden of the Chinese people in their

struggle against the Japanese invaders.

The Soviet Union took advantage of its menbership in the
league of Nations to defend the interests of the Chinese people,
demanding the organization of collective resistance to the in-
vaders. On 30 September 193¢ st a session of the Council of the
League of Wations M. M., Litvinov, the chief of the Soviet delega-
tion, stated that the Soviet Covermuent was ready "to take part
in collective measures which would enable the League of Netions
to fulfill its commitments vise-a-vis China (Pravda, 2 October

1938).

The sympathy of the Soviet people was entirely on the side
of the Chinese people, who were carrying on a heroic gtruggle for
their freedom and independence against the Japanese imperielist
invaders. Therefore the Soviet people earned even greater love
and respect not only from the Chinese people but from the peoples

of other countries in the world.

While continuing their sggression against China, the Japanese
militarists made an attempt, with the support of the Us, British,
and French imperialists, to attack the Soviet Union. In the event
that this attack was successful, Germany (according to the imperial-
ists' designs) would come to the aid of Japan. On 29 July 1938 in
coniravention of the XKhonchun (Sino-Russian) Treaty of 1886, accord-
ing to which the villages of Zaozernaya and Bezymyannaym, located
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near lake Khasen, belonged to Russisa, Japanese troops inveded this
region within the boundaries of the USSR, The Jepanese aggressors
attributed great importance to these villages in connection with

the occupetion of the entire Soviet Far East.

But their schemes were conple tely frustrated. The courageous
troops of the Soviet Union deelt a crushing defemsiva blow to the
Japanese invaders. In early August of 1938 the Japanese txroops in
the lake Khasen region were defeated. On 11 August the Soviet
Union and Japan concluded en agreement on the cessation of hostili-
ties in the Iake Khesan region., Thanks to the vigilance of the
Soviet Govermment and the decisive resistance offered by the So-
viet troops, the Japanese plan for seizing the Soviet Far Fast was
frustrated. Also frustrated at the same time wes the scheme for
organizing 8 large scale war agalnst the USSR from the east and

west,

The defeat of the Japanese aggressors at lLake Khasan was
of inspirationel importance to the Chinese patriois, who under the
leadership of the Communist Party were successfully resisting the
interventionists. Although on individual sectors of the front the

Japanese troops vere atiacking (in October 1938 they captured Can-

ton and Hankow), it had alresdy becume clear that the Japanese in-

vaders, despite their plans for & "blitzkrieg," had became in-
volved in a long drawn out war in which the ratio of power was

changing to their disadvantage.

The successes of the people's liberation moveuent in China
had frightened not only the Japanese invaders and the US, British,
and French monopolists, but also the clique of Chang Kai-shek, who

was carrying on secret talks with the Japenese occupetion authorities
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with a view to organizing Jjoint action esgainst the Communist Party

and those forces which were following it.

In February 1939 Japanese troops landed on the island of

Hainan, thus creating a threat to the French possessions in Indo-
China and to the British base of Hongkong. In May they occupied
Spratly Island. The Japanese suthorities blockaded the British
and Freanch concessions. They demanded that the administration of
the foreign settlement in Shanghal be turned over to them. These
acts asggravated the tensions smong Japan, the US, Britain, and

France.

Despite this, the last-named countries continued their
policy of conciliation vis-a-vis Japan. In the summer of 1%$3¢ the
reactionary circles in these countries, with the approval of the
Chang Xai-shek clique, made preparations for a Pacific confersnce
aimed at reaching an agreement with the aggressor at the expense

of China and other countiies.

The successes of the people's liberation muvewent, the ex-
posure of the imperialists® plans by the Cammnist Party of China,
and the aggravation of the tensions among the imperialists prevemied

the calling of this conference.

But the reactiomary circles continued their policy of con-
ciliation vis-a-vis the aggression in the Far Eat. On the part
of the ruling circles of Britain this policy was given official
expression in an .ﬂ.z;glo-Japaneae agreement (the Arita-Craig Pact)
concluded in July 1939. By the terms of this agreement Britain
recognized the "special"” interests of Japan and the necessity for
special measures on its part to "bring order" to China. Nritain
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stated that she would not oppose Japan in the implementation of these
measures. In exchange for these very real concessions Britain re~
ceived Japan's assurances that the latter would not violate the in-

terests of the British monopolies in China,

The strengbhening of the positions of the Japanese ijmperial-
igte in the Fayp Bogt led to an sggravation of the tensions between
Japen end America. This was menifested in the US Government's de-
nunciation of the trade treaty with Japan. In this the UsS was try-
ing to frighten the Japanese imperialists and coumpel them to be
more concilistory. However the US policy was based as before on
e desire to support the Japanese sggression, directing it against
the USSR, Moreover the American monopolies did not want to lose
their profite Irom shipnents of strategic weterials to Japan.
Therefore the US Government explained that the decision to abro-
gate the trade treaty would not take effect until after the ex-
piration of 6 months. In the meantime US exports to Japan con-
tinued to increase very rapidly. In 193¢ the Americen nonopolies
sold to Japan 10 times more iron and steel scrap than during the
preceding year. Shipments of various kxinds of machinery and equip-~
ment increased with special rapidity. The smount of money spent
by Japan to purchase these ltems increased from 800,000 dollars
in 1938 to 24.5 million dollars in 1939, Immediately following
the mbrogation of the trade treaty the US monopolists scld to
Jepan 3 milliom dollars' worth of new machine tosls for aircraft
plants. Strategic materials accounted for more than TQ% of the

Japanese imports (Mezhdunarodnye otnosheniya na Dal'nen Vostoke
(1870-1945 gg.) [Tnternational Relations in the Far Bast, 1870~

19&57, 1951 edition, pages w2473, ¥78). NHot confining itself

to exporte of war materiel, the US remdered financial aid to
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Japan. The US mounopolists figured that in helping Japan they
would succeed in directing Japen against the USSR, Their stra-
tegic calculations were to involve Japan and the Soviet Union in
a war and thereby weaken them. They intended to take advantage
of the weakening of the USSR, Japan, and China to expand and con-

golidate their own positions.

In 1939 Soviet-=Japanese relations agein became strained,

Taking advantage of the general tension in the international situ-
ation, the Japamnese militarists decided to attack the Mongolian
People's Republic, planning, in the event of success, to invade

the territory of the USSR, cut the Trans-Siberian Railrozd, and
seize the Siberian and Far Eastern territories of the USSR. Om

11 May 1939 Japanege troops attacked the Mongolian People'’s Re-
public in the region of the Khalkhin«Gol River. This created a
serious threat to the independence of the MR, True to its promises
of mutusl eid, the Soviet Union came to the defense of the Mongolian
People's Repbblic. In the nilitary operations which were carried
out between May and August 1939, the glorious Soviet and Mongollan
troops completely defeated the Japanese usurpers who had inveded

the MNR, thereby frustrating the criminal plans of the Japanese

nilitarists.

In rendering brotherly asid to the Mongolian people, the So-
viet Union demonstrated to the whole world that it was faithful to
the obligations it undertook in treaties and agreements, showing
the meening of mutual ald pacts signed by the Soviet Government.
This was & model of disinterested defense by a great power of &
small nation which was the victim of aggression., The Soviet Union
showed how eggressors who have gone too far should be bridled.
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The defeat of the Japenese aggressors in the region of the
Khalkhin-Gol River eased the burden for the Chinese peuple in their
struggle for the freedom and independence of their Tatherland

againet the Japanese imperialiats.

THE USSR'S STRUGGLE AGAINGT THE IMPERIALIST POLICY
OF APPEASING THE FASCIST AGGRESSORS
AND FOR THE COLLECTIVE SECURITY OF EURCPE,

SOVIRT PROPOSALS FOR MEASURES TO DEFEND AUSTRIA

The policy of encouraging the German imperialists and in-
volving them with the Soviet Union, which was being carried out
by the reactionary circles of the US, Britain, and France, was
presented as a policy of "pacifying"” the aggressor and was covered
up with hypoeritical declarations referring to the "peace" and

"security” of nations.

Zncouraged by the internationel reactionaries, fascist
Germany strove to make radical changes to its own advantage in
the situation which had risen after World War T and to establish
world hegemony. Militarization and the race for armamenie grew
apace in Germany. Between 1934 and 1938 German expenditures for

military purposes increesed more thsn 8-fold.

By continuing to invest capital in the military economy of
Germany, the US, British, and French monopolists were nourishing
the fascist aggressor. France exported 55,200 t of pig iron to

Germany in 1937, and 170,900 t in 1938,

Germany imported 161,700 t of screp iron fram the US in
1937, and 469,300 t in 1938 (Matveyev, V. A., Proval myunkhenskoy
politiki (1935-1930 gg.) [The Collapse of the Munich Policy,
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1536-193gf, 1955, Gospolitizdat, poge 130). The countries of the

British Bmpire exported 1,097 ;600 t of scrap iron and iron ore ©o
Germany in 1937 and 1,720,000 t in 1938. During the first 10
months of 1938 alone, Auerican firms exported to Germany weapons
amounting to 400,000 dollars. In 1938 and 1539 the US shipped
2,500 first class airplane motors to Germany. The cooperation be-
tween the German and US monopolies continued right up until Worl
War II and evem after it had begun. The US, British, and Fremch

imperialists urged their fascist caupetitors toward the eest

The American reactionaries were especially zealous in at-
tenmpting to reach agreement with fascist Gerueny. On 23 Novenber
1937 a secret meeting was held in San Francisco between representa-
tives of Pfascist Germany and the /merican monopolies. Represent-
ing Germany in the talke wes the Consul General in Boston, Tip-
pelskirch, and the Consul General in San Francisco, Killinger.

The American representatives included Senator Vemdenberg, lamont
DuPont, and Alfred Sloane. In his speech at the meeting the Ger-
nen representative pointed out that CGermany and the US should co-
operate in gaining possession of the gigsntic uarkets of Russia
and China. In their turn the representatives of the US stated that
American business men welcomed a meeting of this kind and they
4ried to conceal the criminel purpcses of the talks with a screen

of opposing the "sovietization" of the countries of the Far East.

The policy of the reactionary circles of Britein was also
characterized by a striving to reach agreement with fascist Gernany.
lord Halifax, ane of the leading members of the British Cabinet and

close associate of Chamberlain, in a2 talk with Hitler which took

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/08/12 : CIA-RDP81-01043R000700180007-4



Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/08/12 : CIA-RDP81-01043R000700180007-4

place on 19 November 1937 stated that Britain was ready to reach
agreement with Germany. In the name of the British Govermment
Halifax proposed a plan for creating an anti-Soviet bloc to con-
sist of Germeny, Iialy, Britain, and In the opinion of
Helifax, the British rulers were deeply aware that the "Fuehrer
had achieved a great deml, not only in Germany iiself, but as a
result of destroying coumunism in his own country he had blocked
the latter's route into west Burope and therefore Germany shouid

rightfully be considered the bastion of the west against Bol-

shevisn" (Dokumenty i wmaterialy kanuna vioroy mirovoy voiny
@'ecwnents and Materials Referring to the Eve of World War I_.:Lf,

Vol I, 1548, Gospolitizdat, page 16).

When Hitler said that cooperation betveen Germeny and Bri-
tain was possible provided that the Versailles Treaty was completely
abrogated and several territorial problems were settled, Halifax
hastened to assure him that Britain was ready to settle all terri-
torial provlems by means of "intelligenmt evolution." Halifex in=-
formed Hitler that the British Government had agreed to the annexa-
tion of Austria, Danzig, and the western regions of Czechoslovakia

by Germany.

Howvever Britain did not went to retwrn to Germsny those
colonies which it had taken as & result of World War I, Britain
let it be understood that this problem might be solved with the
participation of the other colonial povers, that is, at the expense

of France, Belgium, Holland, and Portugal (Voprosy istorii, No 7,

1954, pages 91-92).

The Halifax talks were continued by the British Ambassador

in Berlin, H, Henderson. In a conversation vith Hitler om
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3 March 1938 he emphasized that “"this is not a commercial transac-

tlon, but en attempt to esteblish a basis for a genuine and sincere

friendship with Cermany” (Dokumenty i materialy kanuna vioroy
mirovoy voyny, Vol I, page 55).

The French reactionaries were also endeavoring to reach an
agreenent with fascist Germany. In November 1937 the French Prime
Minister Chautemps and the Minister of Foreign Affairs Bonnet held
talks in Paris with von Papen, the representative of fascist Germany.
The latter informed Hitler that the French Government "would not
oppose . . . the spreading of German influence in Austria and

Czechoslovakia."”

The nionopolista of the US, Britain, and France needed this
“friendship" and cooperation with fascist Germany in order to con-
vat the Soviet Union and the forces of democracy throughout the
world. But when colonies, markets, and spheres of influence vere

involved, their interests and aims ran counter to each other.

In order to remove the danger to their colonies, umarkets,
and spheres of influence, the US, British, and French monopolists

declared their readiness to buy off Germany at the expense of those

countries located close to the USSR. Theygconsidered that turnping

these countries over to Germany would constitute payment for the

latter's attacking the land of soclalism.

One of the first victims of fascist aggression and the policy
of encoursging it was Austria, which occupied an important stra-
tegic position in Europe and was of considerable economic signifi-
cance. For Germeny, as for the other imperialist powers, Austris
was ap important launching point for expansion into southeestexn
Europe and aggression esgainst the USSR.
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As is generally known, Germany had tried as early ss 1934
10 selze Austria but this attenpt met with failure., During the
yeers that followed Germany prepared for the Anschluss and waited
for a convenient occasion. On 11 March 193C, convinced that it
would not meet with resistance, fasclst Germany sent its troops

into ‘ustria.

The occupation of Austria was a direct violation ef the
Versailles St. Germain treaties. The governments of Britain and
France, vhich were signatories to thesc treaties, bore the priue
responsibility for preserving the independence of Austria. How-
ever they not only feiled to come to her defense but they directly
supported the fascist aggression. As late as 27 Feoruery 193¢ the
British Minister of Finance Simon stated in the House of Commons
that the British Govermment had never guararnteed the independence
of Austria. Immediately thereafter the British Prinme lMinister con-
demned the very notion of collective action in defense of Austria.
"We should not,” Chamberlzin said, "delude snall nations and promise
then that the league of Nations will defend them against aggression.”
On 2 April 1935 the British Govermment officially recognized the
annexetion of Austria by fascist Germany. A similar position was
taken by the French Govermment, despite the fact that the occupa-~
tion of Austria by Germany cleerly weakened the positions of Britaln

and France in the countries of southeast Burope.

The reactionary circles of the United States of America also
supported German fascism in the Austrian question, covering up its
position with false declarations of "neutrality” and "noninterven-
tion.”™ On the eve of the occupation of Austria, on 17 Pebruary
1938, The New York Times wrote that "there is nothing the
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government can effectively do" in defense of Austria. On the dey
the German troops invaded Austrie (11 March 1938) US Secretary of

State Cordell Hull stated to representatives of the press that "the
events which bave taken place do not affect the US," and that “the
US Govermment . . . by no means insists that the German Governuent
follow a moderate policy." After a talk with Hull the Germen Aui-
bassador, in a communicstion to his government, wrote that the
Secretary of State "fully understands our actions vis-a-vis Austria®”

(Voprosy istorii, Ho 6, 1954, page 50). On 12 March at a press

conference Hull assured the journalists that the occupation of

Austria did not contravene the Kellog Pact.

In April 15385, despite protests against going zlong with
the fascist aggressors and demands that steps be taken to defend
the Austrien people, the US Government officially recognized the
seizure of Austria by fascilst Germany and reorganized its eumbassy
in Viemnna into a consulate functioning within the framework of the

fascist Reich.

Following the intentions of the Anglo-French leaders the

league of Hotions tacitly sanctloned the fascist aggression,

Approval of the annexation of Austria was a part of the over-
all strategic policy of the US, British, and French reactionaries,
who vere endeavoring to direct the fascist aggressian to the east
against the USSR. They figured that after the annexation of Austria
a strengthened fascist Germany would occupy launching positioms for
further expansion in a southeastern direction.

Of all the great powers only the Soviet Union took & posi-
tion of principle on the Austrian question. It raised its warning
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voice and issued a sharp protest against the acts of fasciat Germeny,
classifying them as aggressiom and s threat to peace. The Soviet
Union sppealed for the organization of collective defense of the
independence of countriss threatened by aggressicn., It proposed

the irmediate taking of effective steps for the collective bridling
of the aggressor and preserving the security of the peoples of
Rurope. The declaration of the People's Coumissar of Foreign Af-
fairs on 17 March 1935 stated that the Soviet Government was "ready
to take part in collective action which might be decided upon jJointly
with it, and which would have the aim of preventing the further de-
velopment of aggression and eliminating the increasing danger of a
new world war., It is ready vo proceed immediately to the considera-
tion, Jjointly with other powers in the League of Natione or outside

i1t, of those practical measures dictated by the circuustances"

(Izvestiya, 18 March 1938).

If the proposals of the Soviet Government hed been accepted
and collective pressure had been brought to beer on Germany, Austria
could have kept her independence. However the reactionary circles
of the US, Britain, and France knew that the approvel of the col-
lective measures would have dealt a crushing blow to the Hitler
regime and they feared their results. They saved nct Austria but

the German fascist regime from defeat.

The occupation of Austria increased Germany's war potential.
Owing to the seizure of Austria, the territory of Germany was in-
creased by 17%, its population by 10%4, its acreage under cultiva-
tion by 10%, and its indusirial capacity by 4-5%. The ‘ustrian
economy began to serve the Germen war machine. The fact that
Austria hed been occupied with impunity encowrsged the German im-
perialiste to further acts of aggression.
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The encouragement of German aggreseion by the ruling circles
of the US, Britain, and France whetted the predatory appetites of
the Polish rulers, who had been following an undemocratic policy
and had established close contact with Germeny ss early as 1934.

On 17 March 1936 the Polish Government presented an ultimatum to
Lithuanis, demanding the opening of the frontier and cancelling
that erticle of the Lithuanian Constitution which stated that the
cepital of Lithuenia was the city of Vilna, which had been occupied
by Poland. The Polish militarists brandished weapons. The reac-
tionary newspapers belligerently urged the army to march on Kaunas,

etc. A tense situation arose on the Polish-Lithuanian border.

The Soviet Government resolutely and sternly warned the
Polish rulers of the dangerous consequences which their provocatory
acts would have for Poland. The active diplomatic intervention of
the USSR relieved the tension. This example constitutes one more
testimonial to the USSR's consistent struggle for peace, for check-

ing aggressors.

THE GERMAN FASCISTS' PREPARATIONS FOR THE DISMEMBERMENT
OF CZECHOSLOVAKIA » THE USSR'S STRUGGLE
FOR THE TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY AND INDEPENDENCE

OF CZECHOSLOVAKIA AND FOR THE PRESERVATION OF PEACE IN EUROPE

Following the occupation of Austria by fascist Germany, the
position of the Czechoslovakian Republic became much worse. On
the west, the northwest, and the south it was threatened by the
German fascisis, and on the east it was threatened by Poland, whose
rulers vere following a hostile policy vis-a~vis the Czechoslovakian

pecple.
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At the time of the occupation of Austria the German fascist
ringleaders came out with false declarations to the effect that
Germany had no territorial designs on other countries. At the
same time fascist Germany was preparing to seize Czechoslovakia.

On 29 March 1936 on orders from his government von Ribbentrop held
a meeting in Berlin which was attended by Henlein and other fascist
leaders active in Czechoslovakia. Their prime purpose was Lo create
a furor about the "oppression" of Germans in Czechoslovakia. It
wes decided that the Hemleinites would present demands for the
autonomy of regiona having German populations. If the Czecheslovak

Govermment met these demands they would put forth other conditions,

Following their Berlin briefing the Henleinites demanded
that the govermment of Czechoslovakia grant autonony to these re-
gions. At the same time they orgenized geang ralds on the clubs
and other buildings of democratic organizations. The Henleinites
intended to frighten the democratic forces by neans of these out-

rages and seize the power on the spot.

At the same time fascist Germany was assembling troops oan
the Czechoslovak borders. Thus the fascist aggressors exrtifically
created & crisis in the matter of the western regions of Czecho-
slovakia vhich has gone down in history under the name of the "May
Crisis.” This crisis posed with new urgency the problem of the

security not oply of Czechoslovakis but of the other countries of
Elrope.

The threat to the independence and territorial integrity
of Cgzechoslovekia provoked a patriotic movement among the laboring
masses. Under pressure fram them the Czechoslovekian Govermment

was compelled to take certain steps against the fascist aggression.
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Partisl mobilization was declared in Czechoslovakia and was carried
out under circumstances of & great patriotic upsurge. & state of

emergency was declared in those regions bordering upon Germany «

The upsurge of patriotism among the populsr masses of Czecho-
slovekie caused dissatisfaction among the ruling circles of Britain
and France. They were afraid that fascist Germany in atiacking
Czechoslovekia would meet with armed resistance which would lead
to 2 rallying of the democratlc forces and would frustrate plans
for an agreement with the Hitler govermment against the USSR, In
an attempt to prevent this and create conditions for capitulation
on the part of the ruling circles of Czechoslovakia, along with
creating the appearance that they were defending the peace in Burope,
the ruling circles of Britain and France undertook several diplo~
matic mapeuvers. On 26-29 April 1930 a wmeeting was held in London
emong governmental representatives of Britain and France snd a dee-
claration was issued to the effect that aid would be rendered to
Czechoslovekia if it were threatened by aggression. But the de-
cleration went no further. In a private talk with friends the
British Prime Minister Chamberlain stated that he did not believe
in the effectiveness of the declaration he huad signed end that if
Germany wanted to destroy Czechoslovekia he did not see "how they

could be prevented from doing it" (Dokumenty i materialy kenuna
vtoroy mirovoy voiny, Vol I, page 125).

As Dirksen, the German Ambassador in London, reported, the

British Covernment had set itself the task of reaching agreement

with Germany, manifesting in the "Sudetenland Question"” & maeximum

understanding of Germean interests and "approaching an understanding

of the most essential points of the basic demands put forth by
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Germany with regard to preventing the Soviet Union from deciding

the fate of Burope" (Ibid., page 155).

In early August 1938 Lord Runciman came to Prague with a
large group of experts from the British Hinistry of Foreign Af-
fairs. An atteupt was wade to depict Runciman's trlp as a private
wndertaking. Actually Runciman had been sent to Czechoslovakia as
a plenipotentiary of the British Govermment. Iv 1s very significant
that his first step was to get in touch with the Hemleinites. In
the course of his talks with Henlein Runciman advised him not to
confine himself to demands for the zutonony of the western regions
of Czechoslovakia but to pose the problem of their separation frow
Czechoslovakia, In this respect Runciman was even ahead of von
Ribbentrop who on 29 March 1935 had issued instructions that the
first thing to do was to obtain the Czechoslovak Government's agree-
ment to the autonomy of these regions and then to pose the problew
of their separation. In his talks with representatives of the

Czechoslovak Govermment Runciman insisted that the mutual assistance

pact between Czechoslovaekia and the USSR be lmmediately abrogated.

The policy of the reactionmary circles of Britain and France
in the Czechoslovak question was supported by the imperialists of
the US. In France a great deal of activity was carried om by US
Ambassador Bullit who encouraged acts almed at directing the ag-
gression of the German fascists to the east. "It would correspond
fully to the desires of the democratic natioms,” Bullitt said, "if
the German Reich and Russia should come into conflict in the east.”
In Britain US Ambassador Kennedy was acting in this direction. In
a talk with Dirksen, the Cerman Ambassador in London, he declared

that "in economic questions Germany muet have a free hand in the
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eagt and also 1n the southeast." From this talk and from other
observations the German Ambassador drew the conclusion that the
US Govermnment was supporting the British Govermment in the Czecho-

slovakian question.

Wilson, the US Ambassador to Germeny, came to Prague at
the same time as Runciman. On 6 ‘ugust 1935 Wilson met with Benes.
He insistently "advised" the Czech rulers to reach agreement with
Germeny, ostensibly demonstrating that the German fascist ring-
leaders had only "pemceful intentions" with regard to Czechoslo=-

vakia.

During the days that followed the proponenis of encourage-
ment of the German agegressor vwent even further. On 23 August
Xordt, the Counsellor of the German Embassy in London, informed
the German Ministry of Foreign Affairs that in a talk with him
one of the most influential of Chamberlain's advisors, Horace Wil-
son, had stated that Britain was ready to satisiy Germany's de-

mands .

Even at this stage in the Czechoslovakian crisis the ac-
tions of the British ruling circles were encouraged in every way
by the reactionary circles of the US. On 1 September 1936 the
German Charge d'Affaires in the US, Tomsen, informed Berlin that
in America "there was understanding of the demands of the Sudeten

Germans.”

The policy of the French Govermment was similar. On 2 Sep=~
tember 1938 Minister of Foreign Affairs Bonnet told Wilczek, the
German Ambessador to Paris: "France takes an understanding atti-

tude toward Germeny's problems and aspirations.”

- 69 -
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The Czechoslovak Government made concessioms. It did not
take into account the mood of the broad laboring mwasses, who,

headed by the communists, demanded resistance to the aggression

with the interests of the Czech reactionaries, who, fearing the
militancy of the laboring masses, preferred to capitulate to fas-
cist Germany. Op 13 September 1938 the Czechoslovak Governuent
met the demands of the Henleinites and agreed to grant autonony to

the western and northwvestern regions of Czechoslovakia.

On 14 September Chamberlain sent Hitler an invitation to
come to London to hold talks on the Czechoslovak question. In
reply Hitler proposed that Chamberlain come to see him in Germany.
On 15 September they met at Hitler's residence at Berchtesgaden.
Hitler presented to Chamwberlain a demend that the western and north-
western regions of Czechoslovakia be separated from Czechoslovakia
end annexed to Germany. Chamberlain dld not object to this seizure.
But it was extremely importamt to him to conceal the position of
the British Government and depict the betrayal of Czechoslovakia
as a "concern" for peace. Therefore Chamberlain stated that he

hed to consult with the British and French ministers.

On 18 September the Anglo-French meeting began in London.
Behind the back of the Czechoslovakian people the participants in
the meeting proposed that several regions of Cgzechoslovakia be iu-
mediately turned over to fascist Germeny. On the basis of the saume
decision, it was proposed that Czechoslovakia should abrogate its

mutual assistance pact with the USSR,

In comnunicating this "decision” to Prague the British and

French ministers hypocritically interpreted it as the only meens
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of strengthening the positionm of Czechoslovakia. They stated that

"the support of the peamce and security . . . of Czechoslovakla can-

not be effectively ensured if these regions are not immediately
(Dolcumenty i materialy kanuna

Vol I, page 203).

The news of these ultimatum demands of Britain and France,
which threatened the security of Czechoslovekis and meant the be-
ginning of its dismemberment, provoked a storm of protest among
the workers. Under pressure from the laboring masses the Czecho-
slovak Govermment 4id not dare accept irmediately the demands of
the Anglo-French imperialists. It queried the govermments of the
USSR, Britain, and France sg to the positions they would take in

the event of Germen aggression.

In connection with the query of the Czechoslovak Government,
the Soviet Government issued the following instructions to its

representative in Prague.

"(1) In reply to the question of Benes as to whether the
USSR, pursuant to the pact, will immediately and effectively help
Czechoslovakia if France keeps I1ts word to Czechoslovakia and
also renders aid, you may give an affirmative answer in the name

of the Govermment of the Soviet Union.

"(2) Similarly, an affirmaetive ansver may be given to the

other question put by Benes: whether the USSR will help Czecho-

slovakis, as a member of the League of Netions, on the basis of
-

articlea 16 and 17, if, in the event of an attack by Germany, Benes
appeals to the Council of the League of Nations for the application

of the above articles" (Dokumenty i materialy kanuna vtoroy mirovoy
voiny, Vol I, page 2k0).
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The Soviet Govermment proposed to Britein and France the
immediate publication of a declarestiom of the 3 powers as collec-
tive aid to Czechoslovekia in the event of German aggression. The
Soviet Govermment also proposed the conclusion of a tripartite mili-
tary convention among the general staffs of these countries in
order to render immediate ald to Czechoslovakie in case of aggres-

siom.,

On 21 Yeptember 1938, at a session of the League of Natioms,
the representative of the Soviet Government stated that the USSR
would meet its commitments as per the pact and would help Czecho-
slovakia. The Soviet Govermment called upon all countries (large
and small) to render to Czechoslovakia collective support and aid

against sggression.

The Soviet Union also declared its readiness to help Czecho-
slovakia if France failed tc mset its coumituments as an ally of
Czechoslovekia. At a meeting in Prague in December 1949 Klement
Gottwald made the following statement in this conpection: "In
the critical year of 1938 I was invited to be a guest of Stalin. . .
At that time Stalin stated tc me uregquivocally that the Soviet
Union was ready 1o render uilitary aid to Czechoslovakia even if
France did not do so. . . Naturally Stalin emphasized the Soviet
Union will help Czechoslovakia only under one condition, that Czecho-

slovakia defend herself and request Soviet aid" (Dokumenty i ma-
terialy kanuna vioroy mirovey veiny, Vol I, page 2i0).

In September 1938 the rulers of feudal Poland increased
their provocations against Czechoslovakia, threatening her security.
In this connection on 23 Septembexr the Soviet Govermment warned

that in the event of Polish attack on Czechoslovakia the ncaoaggression

-T2 -
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pact betwesn Poland and the USSR would immediately be abrogated.

Thus at all stages of the Czechoslovaek tragedy the Soviet
Union came to the defense of the independence and national rights
of Czechoslovakia for collective resistance to the fascist aggres-
sors. Toward the end of September the Soviet Government again pro-
posed the immediate calling of an intermational conference with the
aim of "seeking out practical measures to oppose aggression and

save the peace through collective efforts" (Za prochnyy mir, ze

narcdnuyu demokratiyu!l [E?or a Stable Peace, for a Popular Democ-

racyl/, 21 December 1949).

The governments of the imperialist nations followed a di-
ametrically opposed policy. On 21 September 1938 the British and
French ambassadors in Prague stated to the Czechoslovak Minister
of Foreign Affsirs that if, owing to the stubborness of Czechoslo-
vakia, & conflict should arise between that country and Germany,
Britain and France would not help Czechoslovakia. The British
and French ambassadors warned President Benes that if Czechoslo-
vakia accepted help from the Soviet Union fascist Germeny's war
would take on the character of a "crusade" against the Bolsheviks,
and that Britain and France would find it difficult to refrain from
participating in it. Thus the representatives of Britain and
France ralsed the threat of a joint campalgn through Czechoslovekia

against the Soviet Union under the leadership of fascist Germany.

On 22 September 1938 Chamberlsin made a second flying visit
to Hitler. In the course of his talk with the latter he recognized
Germany's "rights" to the separation of the Sudetems and promised

to coampel Czechoslovakia to accept Hitler's demands,
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Making a show of being much concerned with the fate of the
country the Czechoslovak Governuent queried the US Governument as

to its position in the event of a conflict with Germany.

The American Covermment did not support Czechoslovakia. On
2k September the Germen representatives in the US wrote +to Berlin
that the ruling circles in the US "understand the German dewands
on Czechoslovekia. . . Here there is a clearly manifested anti-
pathy toward Russia" (Popov, A. Ya., SShA -- organizator i aktivoyy

uchastnik myunkhenskogo sgovora S fashistkini sgressorami [_fhe Us,
Organizer of and /ctive Participant in the Manich Agreement with

the Fascist A.ggressorgr , 1952 edition, page 20). The American

Government appealed to the governments of Tascist Germeny, Britain,
and France to continue their talks on the fate of the western re-
gions of Czechoslovakia. This amounted 4o direct support of the
pclicy being followed by the governments of Britain and France, &

policy of betraying Czechoslovakia.

On 25 September 193¢ the German Government, encouraged by
the British, French, and US reactionaries, presented to the Czecho-
slovak Covernment an ultimatum in the form of & memorandum. Fas-
cist Germany demanded that the westeran regions of Czechoslovakia

be turned over to her within a period of 10 days.

At this tense moment the US Govermnment proposed that a con-
Perance be called to settle the problem of Czechoslovakia. To
this end it sent special emissaries to Hitler and Mussolini. All
these facts show that the diplomacy of the US took a vexy active
part in the preparation of the Munich agreement. Cordell Hull,

then US Secretary of State, could not conceal this situation.

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/08/12 : CIA-RDP81-01043R000700180007-4



Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/08/12 : CIA-RDP81-01043R000700180007-4

later he acknowledged that the policy followed by the US Government

"had a considerable effect on the course of events."

Encecuraged by the ruling circles of the US, the head of the
British Govermment, Chamberlaein, appealed to Hitler and Mussolini
to arrange a personal meeting among the heeds of 4 governments,

those of Germany, Italy, France, and Britain.

Thus the agreement with the aggressor at the expense of the
Czechoslovak people, aimed against the USSR, was prepared by the

efforts of the ruling circles of Britain, France, and the US.

THE SOVIET UNION IFXPOSES THE MUNICH AGREEMENT,
THE STRUGGLE OF THE SOVIET PECPLE AND THE DEMOCRATIC FQORCES
THROUGHOUT THE WORLD AGAINST THE FASCIST AGGRESSORS

AND THEIR ACCQMPLICES

The Munich Conference took place on 29 September 1938, The
following were represented at the conference: Hitlerite Germany,

Britain, France, and fascist Italy.

At Munich it was decided that the western regions of Czecho-
slovakia should be given to Germany. The first paragraph of the
Munich sgreement stated that these regions were to be turned over
to Germany within 10 days, between 1 and 10 October. It was fure
ther stipulated that all of the property on the territory of these
regions should be left there, and that the Czechoslovakian Govern-
ment bore the responsibility for seeing that this was done. As =
consegquence of the immediate deadline for the transfer of these
regions and the terrorism of the German fascist elements the Cgzech
citizens could not even teke their personal property with them when

they evacuated the regions which were being separated.
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The Munich agreement also specified that the demands of FPoland
and Hungary with regard to Czechoslovakian territory should be satis~

fied in the very near future.

The agreement reached at Munich wes not confined to the
transfer of the western regions of Czechoslovakia to the German
fagcists. On 30 Septewber 1938 an Anglo-German declaration on &
"jasting peace’ was signed. By this means the British imperial-
ists intended to protect their positions against their German com-
petitor and direct his sggression toward the east, against the USSR,
The British Govermment considered this act as a step toward a
definitive agreement with Germen fascism. On 7 October 1933
British Minister of Foreign Affairs Halifax stated to Dirksemn, the
German Ambassador, thet it would soon be possible to achieve "a

further broadening of the bases of Anglo-Germen relations” laid

down at Munich (Voprosy istorii, No 4, 1953, page 6g). COm 13 Oc-

tober Britain proposed to the German econonic delegation in London
a draft econamic egreement among Britain, Germany, France, and

Italy.

Somewhat later (on 6 December 1938) a similar declaration
between France and Germany wes signed. It stated that there were
no territorizl disputes between France and Germany, and that they
would strive to develop peaceful and honorable relations and would
maintain contact on all questions of interest %o them. Commenting
on the Franco-German declaration, the newspaper Aube sald on T De-
cember: "Our border hes been recognized and guaranteed so that

the other borders of Europe might be violated."”

In reaching agrecment with fascist Germany the ruling

circles of Britain and France were endeavoring to provide Germany

- 76 -
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with a secure rear area for war against the USSR and were attempbe
ing to bribe the aggressor at the expense of the USSR and the

other countries of east Burope. This situation was very openly

set forth in January 1939 by a colwanist of the newspaper Sunday
Times who stated that the British Govermment was ready to maintain
good relations with Germany under the following condition: "Germany
rmst not try to challenge our (namely, the British -- I. I.) rule

of the seas."

A sinilar policy was followed by the American imperialistse.
Subsequent to the Munich agreemenit the American monopolies com~
cluded meverzl sgreements with Germaen firus on incressing deliveries

of strategic raw materials to Germany. Welles, the US Undersecre-

tary of State; referred to the Munich agresment as the basis of a

new order in intermational relations.

Although the Munich agresment forually deals only with the
matter of transferxying the western regions of Czechoslovakia to
Germany, Munich was actually the scene of a far-reaching imperial-
ist agreement with tremendous international and military conse-

quences.

The transfer of the western regions of Czechoslovekia to
fagcist Germany meant that the strategic gateways in central and
east Europe had been opened to fascist aggression. Czechoslovakia
wes weakened and crippled, and a crushing blow had been dealt to
its security. Its territory and population were diminished by 1/3.
It lost sbout 1/2 of its economic resources, specifically about
90% of its power rescurces, 25% of its heavy industry, end 50% of
its light industry. Its setwork of railroads was cut by more than
50%.
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On 30 September at a sesslon presided over by Benes the
Czechoslovak Government accepted the Munich agreement without re-
aistance, that is, it capitulated. I{ did not urge the people to
rise in defense of the territorial integrity and sovereignty of
the country. The Czech reactionaries threatened to open the bor-
ders to the German fascist troops if help wes accepted from the
Soviet Union. The Czechoslovak Govermment did not protest fascist
Germany's actions to the League of Nations. And yet with the help
of the Soviet delegetion consideration of the protest might have
been transformed into an international judguent not omly against
the aggressors but against his Anglo-French and ’'merican accomplices

as well,

On 5 October 153¢ in an attempt to deceive the Czechoslovak
people and avoid persanal responsibility for the betrayal Benes
resigned the presidency of Czechosiovekia. The reorgenized Czecho-
slovakian Govermment included out-and-out agents of the German and
Italien fascists who prawised to liguidate the democratic organiza=-
tions in Czechoslovakia. In Decewber 1938 the government published
a decree dissolving the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia and de=-
priving its deputies of all mandates in Parliament and other elec=-
toral orgens. The democratic forces in the country were subjected

to bkarsh political repressions.

Thus thanks to its narrow class interests, the Czechoslovak
bourgeoisie sacrificed the interests of the couwmiry. Along with
thelr patrons, the momopolistis of the US, Britain, and France, they
carried out a large scale plot sgainst the people, against the re~
public, and against all democratic forces.
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The ruling circles of Britain, France, and the US tried to
deceive public opinion, asserting that the Munich agreement would
save the world from the threat of war., But they did not succeed

in this attempt.

The workers of sll countries, and above all, those of Czecho-
slovekia, we out agoinst the traitorous "Munich" policy. Tie
Czechoslovakian crisic vas sccospanisd by 2
the part of the Czech patriots for the country's integrity and in-
dependence. On 4 and 5 July 1938 in ansver to an appesl from the
Communist Party huge demonstrations were held. On 11 July & meet-
ing was held in Prague which was atbended by 50,000 persons. On
31 July a huge demonstration was held in Prague. The patriotic
movement continued through August and September. On 21 Septeuber
a general strike was begun in Pregue. On that ssme day a demon-
stration im which 250,000 persoms participated was held in fromt
of the Parliasment building. The news of the decision taken et the
Munich parley provoked violent indignation on the pert of the labor-
ing wasses of Czechoslovekia. Czech soldiers left their posts in
the western regions with tears in their eyes. Onm 3 October 1938
at the Prague Club in the presence of several hundred persons Czech
veterans demonstrated their feelinge by throwing into wastebaskets

the French and British medals they had recelved.

A wave of protest against the Munich betrayal swept through
Frence., The Politburo of the French Communist Party published a
commmique exposing the line of the French and British governments,
which had assisted in the dismembering of Czechoslovekie. The
Politburo called upon the people to step up the struggle against
fescism and the threat of war. Op 2 October 19368 the Fremch Come
munist Perty published a message to the Czechoslovek people, who
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had become the victims of ageression, "The workers of Frauce,” the
message sald, "are protesting against the declsions dictated at
Munich, These monstrous decisions are imuolating Czechoslovakia."”
This message was signed by Romain Rolland, Marcel Cachin, Maurice
Thorez, Jacques Duclos, and other leading figures in France. On

7 October on the initiative of the French Communist Party a meet-

ing was held in Paris at vhich Maurice Thorez spoke. He said:

"Me day of 29 September will go down in history as the day of

the great betrayal. . . Those persons who betrayed Czechoslovakia
dealt, by the same token, z blow to the security of France. « .
Chamberlein wants to make use of Hitler as the new gendarme of
capitalist Europe, against republic Spain, against the lnterna-

tional workers' movement, and against the USSR.’

On 2 October 19306 20,000 vorkers demonstrated in New York
as a sign of protest against the Munich agreenent. Mass demon-

strations and meetings were held in other US cities as well.

On 30 September 1938 27 London sections of the Hational
Committee of the Unemployed sent protests to the British Govern-
ment ageinst its "Munich" policy. The Fifteenth Congress of the
British Communist Party, which was held during the period of the
Czechoslovak crisis, exposed the provacatory policy of the British
Govermment and demanded combact with the USSR in the stxruggle

against the aggressor.

The wave of alarm spread through the broad masses of work-
ers in almost every country in the world. But the protests of the
laboring masses were weakened by the acts of the right wing so-
cialist leaders. The Munich collusion was made easler because the

working class, owing to the schismatic policy of the leaders of
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the Second International, could not raelly their forces and frustrate

this criminal plot of the inperiamlists.

Throughout the world the coummunists exposed not only the im-
perialiste govermmental leaders but thelr "soclalist" accomplices

as well.

The British, Auerican, and French iuperialists were con-
vinced that it would be difficult to present their provocatory
policy as a policy of "pacifying" the aggressor. Therefore they
undertook direct provocation, Rumors were clrculated to the ef-
fect that the Soviet Govermment had approved the Munich sgreement.
These false rumors were exposew in special statements from TASS
published on 2 and 4 October 1938. They specified that the USSR

had no connection with the Munich parley and its decisiomns.

The "Munich" policy of the British, US, and French imperial-
ists comstituted political collusion with the fascist aggressors
and was aimed at isolating the Soviet Union in the international

arens and surrounding it with a bloc heeded by fascist Germany.

In his report to the Eighteenth Party Congress om the work
of the Central Coxmittee, Y. V. Stalin said: "It may be assumed
that the Germans were given parts of Czechoslovakia in reward for
pramising to start a war against the Soviet Union" (Stelin, I, V,,
Voprosy leninizma, page 611). The report stated that after the
dismemberment of Czechoslovekia the imperialista of the Us, Britain,
and France began a press campaign of loud lies as to the "weakness"”
of the Soviet Army and "disorders" in the Soviet Unfion, urging the
German eggressors on toward the east and promising them an easy
rewaxd. The reactionary circles of the US, Britain, and France
hoped thet fascist Germany would seize the Ukmine in a short time
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and establish there a "govermment"” controlled by Germany. As the
German Ambassador in London reported, the British reactionary

circles were favorably disposed toward this idea.

It was the aim of the Munich policy that the fascist hangmen
should be utilized by the Anglo-American-French reactionaries not
only against the Soviet Union but against the democratic forces

in other countries.

However the imperialists' plans met with failure. The So-
viet Union had grown and increased in strength. It was following
a consistent and firm policy of peace and international cooperaticn.
The USSR pitilessly exposed the fascist aggressors, their Anglo-
American-French patrons, and their accomplices, the so-called
right wing socialists. The Soviet Union was struggling for col-
lective resistance to the aggressors, for the unification of all

peace loving peoples egsinst the threet of fascisn.

THE OCCUPATION OF CZECHOSLOVAKIA BY THE GERMAN FASCISTS,
THE PROTEST OF THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT AGAINST THE OCCUPATION

OF CZECHOSLOVAKIA AND THE UNMASKING OF GERMANY'S AGGRESSIVE POLICY

The "Munich" policy of the ruling circles of the US, Britain,
and France encouraged the German fascists to undertake new adven-
tures. Following the Munich agreement they began to make prepara-
tions for the occupation of Czechoslovaekie and carried out several
preparatory steps to facilitate the attalnment of their piratic
goals. First and foremost, they demanded that the subservient
Czechoslovak Govermment reduce its army from 250,000 to 100,000
men. Democrstically inclined soldiers and officers were dizcharged.

At the demand of the Germsn fascists the Czechoslovakian Govermment
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withdrew its troops from Slovakia, which untied the hands of the
fagcist insurgents under Hlinka. At the same time the fascist
press raised up a hue and cry about the "Czech danger," the "cone
centration” of Czech forces along the Germsn frontier, etc. A
so=-called "independent” govermment of fascisli agents was formed
in Slovakie. On 13 March 193¢ President Hacha, endeavoring to
ingratiate himself with fascist Germany, ordered the release of
fascist bandits from prisom. Gemman fascist troops ready to in-
vade Czechoslovek territory at any moment were concentrated along

the frontiers of Czechoslovakla.

On 1% March under these circumstances of blackmail and
threats the German Govermment presented an ulbtimatum to the
Czechoslovekian Government. Hacha and his Minister of Foreign
Affeirs, Kvelkovsky, were swmoned to Berlin. Acting counter to
the will of the Czechosiovak people and in violation of the Con-
stitution of Czechoslovakia, they signed a treasonous document on
the basis of which the fate of Czechoslovakia was put into the
hands of fascist Germeny. On 15 March 1539 Germany seized Czecho-
slovakia. Bohemia and Moravia were declared to be German pro=-
tectorates while Slovakia was declared to be an "indepeudent” state.
Actually it wvas also occupied and deprived of all independence.

At the same time that the German troops were invading Czechoslo-
vakia, Hungarian troops began the occupation of the Transcarpathian
Ukraine.

On 17 March 1939 the German Govermment by means of special
notes informed the govermments of other countries that it had in-
cluded Czechoslovekia in Germany's "Lebemsraum.” The Hitler govern-
ment brazenly described this agaressive act as Germany's striving
toward "self-defense” and "calm" in the center of Burope.
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The laboring masses of the entire world were alarmed by the
treasonous, piratical acts ¢f the Cermen fascists and their Anglo-
Anerican-French accomplices. The Czechoslovekian patriots were
fully resolved to defend their country. Op 15 March 1939 Czecho-
slovak units in the city of Brno offered resistance to the fascist
forces. The same thing occurred when the fasciste occupied Fridek,
In connection with the events in Czechoslovekia, the French com-
mmist deputies vigorously opposed the granting to the government
of the specicl powers it required to put down the democratic op-
position. In all countries the laboring masses, led by the cou-
munist parties, demended that thelr govermmemts establish contact
with the Soviet Upion in order to offTer collective resistance to
the aggressor. They saw the might of the Soviet Union as a firm

fortress for the peace and security of nations.

The British Govermment had had advence knowledge of the
impending occupation of Czechoslovakie by the German fascists.
However 1t took no steps against the impending aggression. A
circular of the Ministry of Foreign Affalrs addressed to foreign
governments stated: "It would ne quite undesirable to make a
protest which would not tend to strengthen the position in any
way, or to make a statement which would only infuriate Hitler."
On 15 March 1939 Chamberlain stated in Parliament that Britain
bore no responsibility for what had happened and that she had no
intention of altering her foreign policy. In his report to Berlin
the German Ambassador to London, Dirksen, wrote that the ruling
circles of Britain had welcamed the news of the occupation of
Czecheslovakia. On 15 March 1939 the day the fsacists invaded
Czechoslovakis Anglo-Gexman ecanomic talks were being concluded
in Dusseldorf. In the sgreement which was reeched it wes noted

- 84 -

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/08/12 : CIA-RDP81-01043R000700180007-4



Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/08/12 : CIA-RDP81-01043R000700180007-4
. /

that both parties welcomed the strengthening of the friendly rela-~
tions between them. A special Anglo-Cerman comittee was estab-
lished to coerdinate Anglo-German cooperation. Ten days later the
British Govermment officlally recognized the faescist occupation of
Bohemis and Moravia. Czechoslovak gold reserves which had been
held in British banks were turned over to the German fascists.

These reserves vere soon used to purchase strategic materials,

The British ruling circles not caly dealt a

to the Czechoslovakian people but they increasingly urged fasclst

Germany on toward the east, against the Soviet Union.

The May number of the Bulletin of the British Industrial
Federation stated that the occupation of Austria and Czechoslovakia
did not suffice to meet the needs and decrease the difficulties
of fascist Germany but that she needed additional spheres of in-
fluence. The countries of east Eurcpe were mentioned in this cone-

nection.

A similar policy was pursued by the French ruling circles.
On 15 March 1939 Bomnet, the French Minister of Foreign Affairs,
stated that he considexred the occupation of Czechoslovakia a

"normal" phencmenon.

A policy of encouraging fascist aggression wes also followed
by the American imperialists, who approved all of the acts of
Britein and France in this direction. Raymond Heist{, former First
Secretary of the US Embassy in Berlin, while testifying as a wit-
ness at the Nuremberg trials, acknowledged that the US Enbessy had
been given advance warning by the German Govermment of the occupa-
tion of Czechoslovakia., It is evident from the memoirs of Benes
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that in May 1939 in talks with him the US authorities approved
the position of the Czechoslovakian Govermment in offering no re~

sistance to fascist Germany, in September 1938 and in March 1939.

The League of Nations did not even take up the guestion of
the fate of Czechoslovakia, which was a member., At the insistence
of the representatives of the USSR this question was put on the
agenda of the League but the British and French delegates used
every means to postpone its consideration for an indefinite time,

so that it was never considered.

The Soviet Govermment was the oanly govermment in the world
vhich resolutely opposed the fascist robbery, in defense of the
Czechoslovak people. In reply to the German note on the inclusiaon

of Czechoslovakla in its "I

Lebensraus,” the Soviet Govermment ex-
posed the fascist aggressors. The Soviet note stated that the
USSR could not take an attitude of indifference toward the events
in Czechoslovakia. It completely disproved the false arguments

of the Hitler govermment in Justification of its acts., In the
second and third notes it was pointed out that Hacha had no right
whatsoever to sign the document ox the ammexatlon of Czechoslovakia
1o Germany to which the German Government had referred by way of
argument. The Soviet note decisively emphasized that "the occupa-
tion of Czechia by German troops and the subsequent acts of the
German Govermment cammot be considered as other than arbitrary,

aggressive, and acts of violence,"

"In view of the ambove," the note comtinued, "the Soviet
Govermment cannot recognize the inclusion of Bohemias in the German
Empire, nmor, in any form, that of Slovakia, as legal and correspond-
ing to the generally accepted norms of international law and justice
or the principle of the self.determinstion of nations.
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"e « « In the opinion of the Soviei Govermment, the acts
of the Germen Govermmewnt not only do not eliminate any danger to
the general pesce but on the contrary have cre;e.ted and increased
cuch a danger, have disturbed the politicel stability in central
Burope, have lncreased the elements of the state of alarm alrecady
created in Euwrope, and have dealt & new blow to the feeling of

security on the part of nations” (Izvestiya, 20 March 1939).

The Soviet Union's refusal to recognize fascist Germany's
occupation of Czechoslovakia and its descripiion of that occupa-
tion as an act of aggression were of tremendous importance to the
Czechoslovakian people. Describing the importance of the position
taken by the Soviet Union, K. Gotiwald vwrote: "This vigorous move
on the part of the Soviet Union in defemse of the viciims of fascist
violence showved not only the peoples of Czechoslovakia but all those

threatened by fascist aggression that the Soviet Union was their

most reliable support” (Klewent Gotiwald, Desyat' let [Ten Years/,

1949 edition, Prague, page 187).

Even during the period of the Munich parley, in the spring
of 1939, Czechoslovakia could have resisted. It had about 40 well
equipped and trained divisions and about 2.5 million resexrvists.
The Czechozlovak people were ready to fight for their independence.
If Czechoslovaekias had not been betrayed by the reactionary circles
of the US, Britain, France, and the Czechoslovakian quislings, the
fascist aggression might have been stopped and the forces of democ-
racy throughout the world would have been strengthened. But the
American, British, and French imperialists, and along with them,
all the international reactionaries, did not want this to happen.
They tried in every way to provoke an attack by Germany on the USSR,
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Fascist Germany's occupation of Czechoslovakia had serious
conseguences of & militery cnd politicel pature. Cermany gailned
control of the industry of Czechoslovekia and was able to make use
of its military equipment., The seizure of the Czechoslovakian
defengive lines, which had been bullt oo the model of the French
defenses, gave the fascist commanders the key to the French de~
fense installations. The occupation of Czechosiovakia created
Pavorsble canditions for the occupation of Poland by the Germen
Pascists. The seizure of Czechoslovakis, vhich the Germans con-
sidered as an important anti-Soviet staging srea, increased the

danger of war for the USSR,

Following the occupation of Czechoslovekis the Cermans be-
gan to prepare for war in a campletely open manner. "Tha most
dramatic months of the prewar period now set in. By this time
£4 had become plain that each day brought mankind closer to an W~
precedented military catestrophe” (Fal'sifiletory istorii (Istori-

cheskays spravia) [F‘alsifiers of History, An Historical Referenc

Boak/, 1952, Gospolitizdat).

On 23 March 1939 fascist Germany presented an wltimatum to
the Govermment of Lithusnis, demanding that Memel be turned over
to Germany within %8 hours. An agreeuent to that effect was con-
cluded the same dey. The profascist rulers of Lithuania had be-
trayed the imterests of the Lithuanian peoplc and mede a deal with
the Germsn fascists. Following its occupation by the German fag=-
cists, Memel was transformed into one of the most important bases
for sttacking the USSR and the other countries of east Burope, in-

cluding Lithuania itself.
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On 23 March 1939, as a result of pressure ard deals nade
with the Rumanian reactionary ruling circles, a German-Rumenian
economilc agreement was concluded vhich subordinated the Rumanilan
economy to fascist Germany. Rumania wac converted into a German
aphere of influence, a staging area for war against the Soviet

Union.

Hungary wes elso included in the fascist bloc. On 23 March

1939, having occupiled the Transcarpathien Ukraine with the permis-~

sion of Fescist Cermany, Hungary joined the so-called "Anfi-

Comintern Pact.”

By the spring of 1939 the reactionary circles of the US,
Britain, and France had definitively betrayed the Spanish Republic.
They assisted in the liquidation of the freedom and independence
of the Spanish people primarily in order to free the hands of the

fascist aggressors for action in the east against +he Soviet Union.

The aggressors continued their work. On 7 April 1939 fascist
Ttaly attecked Alvania in a pirastical menner. On 1% April 1939
Ttalian king was handed the .‘lbanian crown by fascist bandi

country was occupled by fascist troops.

In April 1939 fascist Germany increassed its pressure on
feudal Poland, demending the annexatiomn of Danzig to Germany and
permission t¢ bulld a railroad and highway through the so-called
Polish Corridor. Telks on this matter had been held on 5 and 6
January 1939. Actually Beck, the Polish Minister of Forelgn Af-
fairs, had agreed to meet Germaeny's demands but on the condition
that campensation be made at the expense of other countries, pri-

marily st the expense of the Soviet Ukraine and Soviet Belorussia.
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In the spring of 1939 relations between Poland and Gerumeny becune
strained. The Germun faccint presz began to wail about the "op-

pression” of Germans in Poland. A cumpalgn Tor the persecution of
Poles was started up in CGermeny. German troope were massed along

the Polish borders.

What was the reaction to these events in Britain? On

31 March 1339 Chawberlain stated in Parlisment that the British
Government did not yet have any data on a real threat to FPoland
but if she were threatened Britain would help her. The newspaper
Times wrote that Chamberlain's statement was intended merely to
ensure independence for Poland in the talks and that the British
Government would not object if Poland transferred Denzig ard the
Polish Corridor to Germany. The newspeper emphasized {lat Britein

was not prepared to defend every hame on the Polish borders.

On 3 April 193% Beck, the Polish Hinister of Foreign Af-
faire, arrived in London for talks. The Polish rulers were Just
as ingincere as the British. They regarded the talks with Britain
merely as & means of "frightening” the rulers of Germeny in order
to be in & bebter position to deal with them. They hoped that the
German fascists would take into account their readiness to support

Germany in o war agsinst the USLR.

On & April 1939 Chamberlsain stated in Parliament that Britain
and Poland haed concluded an agreement on mutual essistance. On
12 April France confirmed its position as an ally of Poland. Thus
Poland hsd obtained "guarantees" from the 2 great powers. But

these "guarantees" were worth nothing. A cartoon published in

Pravia, 1% April 1939, depicted these "gsuarantees” as follows. A

soldier in Polish uniform is drowning. A gentleman wearing a top
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hat comes toward him in a boat and from 2 great distance throws
hirm a life belt to which 2 heevy rock is nttached. The Britieh
and French declarations on helping Poland were very vague. More-
over their definitive formulation was deliberately delayed until
the middle of August 1939. The British and French governments had
no intention of actually fulfilling their guarantees. Secretly
they kmew that the occupation of Poland by the German fascists
would eliminate obstacles in the way of the latter’s attacking

the USSR.

On 28 April 1939 in view of this the rulerz of fascist
Germany denmmced the German-Polish nonsggression pact which had
been concluded in January 203%. Thet same day they presented to
the Polish Govermment a memorandum on the question of Danzig and
the Polish Corridor. It wao alzo amnounced that fascist Germany
had abrogated the Anglo-Germen maritime agreement which had been

concluded ir 1935,

THE ANGLO-FRENCH~SOVIET TALKS
ON A TRIPARTITE MUTUAL ASSISTANCE PACT,
THE USSR'S PROPOSALS FOR ORGANIZING THE COLLECTIVE SECURITY

OF THE NATIONS OF EURCPE

Following the occupation of Czechoslovakia and several other
aggressive acts on the part of the German fascists, the ruling
circles of Britain and France, with the support of the reactionary
forces in the US, continued their policy of trying to involve fas-
cist Germany with the Soviet Union. For purposes of deceiving the
messes this policy was screened with declarations as to their readi-~
ness to cocperate with the Soviet Union and with certain diplomatic
subterfuges intended to conceal their real aims. In particular the
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talks which Britain and France held with the Soviet Union in 1939
were of this nature. The ruling circles of Britain and France
depicted these talks as a serious attempt on their part to prevent
the further development of fascist aggression. Actually hovever
they were playing & double geme aimed at collusion with fascist

Germany in order to direct her against the Soviet Union.

By means of the talks with the Soviet Union on the question
of mutual assistance, the ruling circles of Britain and France
wanted to delude the popular masses of their own countries and
create the impression that they were ready to combat aggression
alongside the Soviet Union. In addition to this the monopolists
of Britain and France tried to take advantage of the talks in
order to strengthen their positions vis-a-vis their competitor,
jmperialist Germany. By means of frightening the Germen imperial-
ists wilth the possibility of their concluding & mutual assistance
pact with the USSR, the reactionary circles of Britain and France

wanted to accelerste agreement with them against the USSR.

The Anglo-French-Soviet talks began in March 1939. A rumor
began to be circulated abroad that the USSR had offered guarantees
to Poland and Rumania. On 22 March in this comnection TASS pub-
1ished & communication which disproved these rumors as not cor-
responding to reality. In the name of the Soviet Govermmemnt it ex-

pressed the desire to call e conference of the 6 most interested

powers (the USSR, Britain, France, Poland, Rumania, and Turkey) to

consider joint action in the struggle against aggression.

In reply to the Soviet proposal for calling this conference
the British Goverrment confined itself to & proposal for the sign-
ing of a declaration by the govermments of the USSR, Britain, France,
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and Poland. But several days later it backed down from this pro-
posal. (At that time Halifax informed the US Govermment through
the ambassador in Washington that in the course of the Anglo-French=-
Soviet talks there would be no question of actually inviting the

Soviet Union to cooperate with Britain and France.)

Oa 17 April 1939, conmsistently struggling for collective
resistance against the aggressor, the Soviet Govermient propossd
that an agreement be reached to the effect, first, that the Soviet
Union, Britaih, and France would promise to render one another iu-
mediste aid of all kinds, including militery aid, in the event of
aggression against one of these states, second, that the Soviet
Union, Britain, and France should pramise to render aid of all
kinds, including military aid, to the states of east Europe lo-
cated between the Baltic and the Black Sea and adjacent to the
Soviet Union, in the event of eggression against those states,
and third and lest, that the Soviet Uniomn, Britain, and France
should promise to determine, in the very near future the amount

and form of military ald 4o ve rendered to each of these states

{(Fal'sifikat istorii (Istoriche spravka), pege 43).

These proposals meant in the event of their acceptance the
organization of a system of collective security and they provided
for effective measures to resist the aggressor. It followed from
the Soviet proposals that the 3 states (the USSR, Britain, amd
France) would help ome enother in the event of aggression and would
assume respomsibility for defending the security of the countries
of east Burope. The acceptance of the Soviet proposals would have
assumed greet intermational significance.
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In reply to these proposals the British Govermment advised
the Soviet Government to mssume & unileteral responslibility to
defend all of the countries comtiguous to it and to help Britain
and France if they should be drewn into a war with the aggressors
because of obligations to Poland and Rumania, remaining tacit omn
the matter of its own obligations in the event of an attack om

‘the USSR,

% was clear that the ruling circles of Britsin erd Frapce
were trying to foist upon the USSR a&ll the burden of combating
fascist aggression, refraining from any commitments vis-a-vis the
Soviet Union. This crafty scheme of the Anglo~-French diplomats
was exposed by the Sovielt Govermment; which unmasked the unfair
nature of the British conditions. Throughout the period of the
talks the Seviet Govermmeni countered the diplamatic traps of the
British and French govermments with concrete and clear proposels
aimed at defending the peace and ensuring collective security in
Europe. In particular the Soviet Union, taking into account the
possibility that the agpressors would make use of the Baltic 1it-
torel as a sbaging area for an attack sgainat the Soviet Uniom,
demanded guarantees for the Baltic countries as well, something

which corresponded to the security interests of both the USSR and

the Baltic and other freedom loving peoples.

On 27 May 1939 the Soviet Government stated to the British
Ambassaedor, Seeds, and the French Charge d'Affaires, Failleur,
that the positiom taken by their govermments did not testify to a
serious interest in a pact with the Soviet Union. The Soviet rep-
resentative pointed cut that the govermments of Britain and France

were not 80 much interested in a pact as in talking about one,
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whereas the Soviet Government was interested in organizing effective
mutual assistance amang the USSR, Britain, and France against fascist

aggression.

But even after this Soviet declaration, the talks vwere arti-

ficielly dragged out by the British and French govermmentis.

In order to accelerate the course of the talks the Soviet
Government invited Halifax, the British Minister of Foreign Affairs,

to Moscow. But the latter did not want to come.

The bourgeois newspapers of Britain and France made a good
deal of noise about the "success” of the talks in Moscow but
actually no progress has been made, through the fault of the ruling
circles of Britain and France. Therefore, it became necessary to
expose their policy publicly. On 29 June 1939 Pravdas published an
article by A. A. Zhdanov titled "The British and French Governments
Do Not Want a Just Treaty with the USSR," which pointed out that
the talks had run into an impesse because the ruling circles of
Britain and France did not want a pact with equal coammitments on
their side and were using the talks for other purpcses. The article
stated that "no self-respecting nation would egree to such a pact
unless it wanted to be a toy in the hands of persons fond of having
others pull the chestonuts out of the fire. A fortiorli the USSR,

whose strength, might, and merits are known to the whole world,

cannot agree to such e pact" (Pravda, 29 June 1939).

As was learned subsequently, the ruling circles of Britain
wvere holding secret talks with representatives of fascist Germany
at the same time as the Moscow talks, Robert C. Hudson, Parlia-
mentary Secretary of the Trade Council, met with Wohltat, Hitler's
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econanic advisor. It is clear from the reports of Dirksen, the
German Ambassador to london, that the secret Anglo-German telks
were begun on the lnitistive of the British Govermment. The pro-
gram for the talks was worked out by Prime Miaister Chamberlain.
Dirksen noted that the British Govermment, fearful of disturbing

its own people, insisted on the grealest secrecy.

The talks between Hwdson and Wohltat involved long range

nglo-German cooperation "with a view to discovering new world
markets and exploiting existing ones” (Dakmentx i materialy ksnune
vtoroy mirovoy voiny, Vol II, 1948, Gospolitizdat, page 70). The
Soviet Union and China were named as such markets. On 2% July
13926 Dirksen informed his govermment that the chief aim of the
British ruling circles was "the broadest possible Anglo-Geruwan
agreement on all important questions" an a world scale (Ibid.,
page 75). The kind of foundations on which it was proposed to
exrect the Anglo-German agreement is clear from the documents.
Germany wes to guaranves the integrity and inviolability of the
British Hupire and its opheres of influence vhile Britain agreed
to the conversion of east Burope into & sphere of influence for

fascist Gernmany.

The British representatives declared that their government
was ready te reject the guarantees to Poland and other countries
of east Burope. On 3 August Wileon said that the Anglo-Germen
agreement "would campletely liberate the British Govermment from
the guarantee commitments it had underteken . . . vis-a-vis Poland"
(Ibid.. page 133). In a talk with Dirksen on 9 August 1939 Halifax
also emphasized that "I and the British Govermment will do all we
can to urge the Poles toward conciliestion."” From this it is cleer
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thet the British ruling circles were ready to deliver Poland into
honds of the Cerman fascists. Moreover the British bankers
promised credit to fascist Germany in the event that agreement

reached.

The right wing Laborite lackeys of British imperislism de-
ceived the masses with false deciarntions to the effect that they
were in favor of cooperation with the USSR in the struggle against
the aggressor. Actually they vere opposed to cooperation with the
USSR snd were advocates of reaching an agreement with fascist
Germeny. As is bornme out by the talks between Roden Baxton, head
of the Department of Information and Propagands of the Buecutive
Committee of the labor Party, and the Germsn Ambassador and his
embassy staff members, the British right wing laborites supported
the proposals for British recognition of German interests in east

and southeast Purope and its abrogation of the guarantees nede to

those countries which would be included in fascist Germany's sphere

of interests.

The secrot Anglo-German talks were carried on with the
¥nowledge of the ruling clrcles of the US. The Americen iumperisal-
ists approved the anti-Soviet direction of these talks. In addi-

ion to this in the swmer of 1939 several representatives of the
American monopolies held talks with Hitler and vem Rivbentrop,
promising that if fascist Germeny became involved in a war in east

Europe the US would remain neutral.

In the course of the Anglo-French-Soviet talks the Soviet
Govermment tried to reach agreement with Britein and France on
mutual assistance on a basis of equelity. It proposed that in ad-

dition to a political pact they sign a military convention
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establishing the amounte and kinde of aid and & timetable therefor.
The Saviet Govermment considered that only an sgreement of this
kind would serve as an effective weapon in the struggle with the

fascist aggressor.

For the military talks the Soviet Govermment designated
an authoritative delegation headed by K. Ye, Voroshilov, which
fact emphasized the very great importance which the Soviet Union

attributed to these talks,

The governments of Britsin and France acted in an entirely
different manner. /A retired admiral, Drex, who in fact represented
neither the army nor the navy, was named head of the British milie
taxry delegation. One Generzl Durenc, similarly obscure, was named
bhead of the French delegation. The members of these delegations

vere selected from among third-rate perscns.

The British nilitary delegation received secret instructions.
These instructions stated that the governnent did not want to take
upon itself any detailed commitments which might "tie its bands"
(Bol'shevik, No 8, 1948, page 47). Dirksen, the German Ambassador
to London, wrote his ministry that "the military mission's task
1s more likely that of ascertaining the var-making capacity of the
Soviet Army than that of concluding operational agreements” {Doku-

menty i1 materialy kanuna vtoroy mircvoy voiny, Vol II, page 117).
The British and French military delegations did not arrive in

Moscow until 11 August 1939. Moreover they were not fully empower~

ed to conclude & significant nilitary agreement. The members of

the mission were not provided with the necessary authority until
after the Soviet delegation had pointed out the foregoing inad-
missible fact.
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In the course of the talks the Soviet Union declared its
readiness in the event of a waxr with the aggressor to furnish 136

divisions, 5,000 medium and heavy artillery pieces, 10,000 tanks,

5,000 aivcraft, etc (Fal'sifiketory istorii (Tstoricheskaye spravka),

page 48).

The British delegates cited ridiculous figures, 5 infsntry
divisions and ocne mechanized division. This was & nmockery of the

ides of collective resistance to the aggressor.

The Soviet delegetes felt that since the USSR did not have
any common boundaries with the fascist aggressor it could help
France, Britein; and Poland only if ite forces were sent through
Polish territory since there were no other routes by which the
Soviet armed forces could caome inte contact with the sxmed Torces

of the sggressor (Pravda, 27 August 1939).

Despite the absolute correctness of this view, the Freunch
and British delegetea did not agree with it. Acting on instruce-

tions from the Anglo-American~French imperielists; the Polish

Government stated that it did not need military help from the USSK

and would not accept it.

The profascist rulers of Lithuwania, Latvia, and Estonia,
prompted by their imperislist masters, also rejected the guaran-
tees mentioned in the Soviet conditions. The govermment of Fin-
land, acting under the dictates of the rulers of the great powers,
mede a similar statement. By their refusal of the guarantees which
hed been proposed, the govermments of Poland, Latvia, Lithuania,
Estonia, and Finland dealt a blow to the security of their coun-
tries, betraying the netional interests of thelr peoples.
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As is shown in the historical reference book, Fal'sifikatory
istorii, the perfidious scheme of the Anglo-French ruling circles
was to let the fascist ringleaders of Germeny understand that they
were not allies of the USSR, that the USSR was isolated, and that
the fascist gangsters could attack the USSR with no risk of en-
countering resistance Trom Britain and France. Thus the essence
of the Anglo-French policy lay not in unifying the forces of the
peace loving nations for a jolnt struggle sgainst aggression but
in isolating the USSR and directing the fascist aggression against

it.

The talks were frustrated by the British and French ruling
circles, who were acting in contact with the imperialists of the

us.

The laboring masses of Britain, France, Poland, and other
countries manifested great uneasiness., They demanded that their
govermments reach an honorable agreement with the Soviet Union as
the chief and most reliable fortress of peace and security. The
struggle of the leboring masses for collective resistance to the
aggressor and for joint action with the Soviet Union was inspired
by the communist parties. A declaratiom of the Central Committee
of the British Communist Party dated 20 March 1939 stateds "Col~
lective security by means of the unification of Great Britain,
France, the Soviet Union, and the US is the most reliable means
of putting an end to the barbarous deeds of fascism and saving
the peace throughout the world.” On 11 April a demonstration was
held in London with the slogan: "We want a pact with Russia!l"”

Of the British citizens interviewed by the Institute of Public

Opinion, 87% said they were in favor of a mutual assistance pact
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with the USSR. With slogans calling for a struggle for collective
security, May Day demonstrations were held in many cities of France
and the US., The Internstional Conference in Defense of Peace,
Democracy, and Human Dignity, which was held én 13 and 14 May in
Paris and wvas attended by delegetes frem 28 countries, gave clear
expression to the will of the popular masses. The conference em~
phasized that "the effective defense of peace requires irmediate
loyal and close cooperation among France, Britain, Poland, and the
Soviet Uniorn on a basis of equality.” The Communist International
did a great deal of work in mobilizing the musses in the struggle
for peace and against fascist aggression., In its May Day appezl
the IKKI stated that the workers needed & united front on a na-

tional and international scale.

At first the imperielist press tried Lo sooth the masses
with false information about the "successful" course of the Anglo-
French-Soviet talks. Then it tried to shift the responsibility
for the failure of the talks to the USSR. The Reuters Agency
slanderously affirmed thet the Angio-French-Soviet talks had been
frustrated by the Soviet Govermment, which had concluded a pact
with Germany. The falseness of this provocatory statewent was ex-

posed in an interview with K, Ye. Voroshilov, the chief of the So-

viet delegation, which wes published on 27 August in Pravda.

K. Ye. Voroshilov saids "The military talks with Britain and
France were not broken off because the USSR had concluded a non=-
aggression pact with Germany. On the contrary the USSR comcluded
a nonaggression pact with Germany ss & result, inter alis, of the
fact that the military talks with Prance and Britain reached an
impease by virtue of insurmounteble obstacles" (Pravde, 27 August
1939).
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THE SOVIET-GERMAN NONAGGRESSION PACT
AND ITS SIGNIFICANCE FOR THE USSR

In view of the fact that the Anglo~French-Soviet telks had
been frustrated by the British and French ruling circles, whose
acte were encoureged by the US imperialists, the Soviet Govermert
was campelled to accept Geruany's proposal for the conclusion of
a nonaggression pact. The pact was signed in Moscow on 23 August
1939. It was to cover a period of 10 years and provided for the
following obligetions for the partiess (1) to refrain from any
viclence, 'aggreasive acts, or attacks on each other, either in-
dividually or jointly with other powers; (2) to preserve neutrality
if one of the comtracting parties were attacked by a third party;
(3) not to participate in any groupings of powers which direcily
or indirectly might be directed against the other party; and (4)
o settle all disputes between the contracting parties oniy by

peaceful neans.

The significance of the Soviet-German Nonaggression Pact
for the USSR was described by I. V, Stalin in a radio speech of
3 July 19%i. He emphasized that the Soviet Govermment could not
refuse the pact with Germeny, despite the fact that the latter
was headed by such monsters and camnibals as Hitler anl von Ribe
bentrop, since this wes e nonagsression pact between 2 natioms.
I. V. Stalin noted further that by means of this pact the Soviet
Union had added a year and a half to its period of peaceful de-
velopment. This period was used for the further strengthening of
the defense capacity of the Soviet land and for the further im-
Provement of its strategic and international positions. o Ve
Stalin elso pointed out that the Gemman fascist ringleasders, in
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treachercusly violating this pact, hed exposed themselves as bloody

2EET RGOS «

The Communist Party and the Soviet Govermnment knew that
sooner or later the German fascists would attack the USSR. This
followed fram the emtire foreign policy situation of fascist
Germeny (Fal'sifika istorii (Istoriches spravka), page 55).
To have refused at that time to conclude a nonaggression pact with
Germany would have been to pley into the bands of the imperialists,
who wanted to push the fascists against the USSR as quickly as
possible. It is clear that if fascist Germany had attacked the
USER at that time the reactionary circles of Britain and France,
encouwraged by the US imperialists, would either have supported her
or, at best, would have taken a position of "neutrality" favorable
to the fascists. The Soviet Government knew of the hostile inten-
tions of imperialist Japan, which was also preparing for aggression
againat the USSR. The conclusion of the nonaggression pact with
Germany complicated agreement between the Jepanese and German age
gressors. This is borne out by the fact that the fall of the
Rirepguma cabinet 5197 in Japan took place following the comclu-
sion of the Soviet-(erman pact. Thet govermment had protested
againat the conclusion of the pact, stating that it contravened
the "Anti-Comintern Pact." The conflicts in the camp of imperial-

ism between the bloc of fascist states on the one hend and the

Anglo-French«US bloc on the other were skillfully utilized by the

vise foreign policy of the Communist Party and the Soviet Govern-
ment in the interests of the security of our socislist fatherland

and of all freedom loving peoples.

Fal'sifiiatory istorii, the histarical reference book of

Sovinformbyuro. notes that just as in 1918, in view of the hostile
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policy of the Western powers, Soviet Russia was obliged to conclude
the Treaty of Brest-Litovosk with Germany, so in 1939 the Soviet
Union was compelled to conclude & pect with Germany in view of the
hostile policy of those same VWestern imperimlist powers. In this

period of tension the Soviet Government was faced with a choice.

"Either to accept, for purposes of self-defense, Germany's
proposal for the conclueion of a nomeggression pact, and thereby
secure for the Soviet Union an extension of the peace for a certain
period which could be utilized by the Soviet state for purposes of
an optimum preparation of its forces for resisting a possible at-

tack by the aggressor.

"Or to reject Germany's proposal for a nonaggression pact
and thereby enable the warmongers in the carp of the Western powers
to invclve the Soviet Union imuediately in an arwed conflict with
Gerwany under circumstances vhich were campletely unfavorable for
the Soviet Union and under conditions of its complete isolstion”

(Fel'sifikatory istorii (Istoricheskaya spravka), page 53).

Taking into account 2ll the camplexity of the situation,
the far-seeing and wise Soviet Govermment decided to conclude a
nonaggression pact with Germesny. This served to ward off the danger
of a united front between the fascist powers and the US, British,
and French imperialists, samething vhich the ruling circles of
these countries were intensively striving for. The sharp con-
flicts in the camp of ivperialism, the might of the Soviet Uniom,
the firmness and wisdom of its foreign policy, which took advamtage
of these conflicts, and the sympathy of the laboring messes of the
capitalist countries for the Soviet Union prevemted collusion among
the imperialists at the expense of the USSR.
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The USSR not only frustrated the plans for creating an im~
perialist, anti-Soviet front, but by means of 1ts fixu and con-
sistent policy in the prewar years was able to prepare conditions
so that subsequently the US and Britain vere faced with the neces-
sity of joiming an antifascist coalitlon. As is generally known,
the result of this wise Soviet foreign policy was the lsolation
of the fascist powers in lieu of the intended isolation of the
USSR, This far-seeing and wise act of the Soviet Govermment did
a great deal to determine the outcome of World VWer II, vhich was

Pavorable for the Soviet Union and for all freedam loving peoples.

The conclusion of the Soviet-German Pact did not mean a
change in the foreign policy of the Soviet Union. It was a com-
tinuation of the consistent policy of peace vhich the Cammunist
Party sud the Soviet Government had unsvervingly followed during
the preceding years. In signing the nonaggressicn pact ‘the Sovist
Government w2s calling upon the people to be vigllant and ready to

resist any aggressor.

The aims of the foreign policy of the Soviet sitate during
that period were clearly defined by the Eighteenth Party Congress.
The congres. issued the following directive to the Central Cammit-

tee and the Soviet Government.

(1) To continue, as before, the policy of peace and the

strengthening of trade relations with all countries,

(2) To observe caution and avoid letting our country be
dragged into a war by varmongers accustomed to having others pull
the chestnuts out of the fire.
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(3) To strengthen the war-making capacity of the Soviet

Army and Navy to & maximum.

(4) To strengthen internstional friendly relations with

the workers of sll countries interested in peace and friendship

among nations (Stalin, I. V., Voprosy leninizme, pege 61k),

The congress clearly and definitely warned the imperialist
warmongers that the big and dangerous political game they had

underteken would end in complete collapse for them,

THE PREPARATION OF THE GERMAN FASCISTS
FGR THE INVASION OF POLAND, THE FURTHER AGGRAVATION
AND SHARPENING OF THE CRISIS IN THE CAPTTALL

OF WORLD ECONQMY

As has already been noted, on 28 Aprii 1939 the Hitlerites

denounced the German-Polish Nonasggression Pact end presented to

Poland a memorandum on the question of Dangig and the Polish Cor-
ridor. Om 5 May the Polish Government formally rejected the German
memorandum but expressed its willingness to reach agreement on all
controversial questions on “"good neighbor" principles, In this
spirit Polish Minister of Foreign Affairs Beck made a speech in
the Diet. At the seme time his deputy, Artsishevskily, secretly
reported to von Moltke, the Germen Ambassador to Poland, thet Beck
was acting "under pressure fram public opinion, but he is faithful
to Hitler as before." Artsishevskiy reported that "Poland has
already made far-reaching cancessions to Germeny and she is ready
to go even further. However she cannot give Germsny full ecomamic
end political control of Danzig. The Polish governmental officisls

cannot do this without losing the power over their country”
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(Fomin, V. T., Imperialisticheskaya agressiye protiv Polishi v
1939 g. /Toperialist Aggression Against Poland in 1939/, 1952,

Gospolitizdat, page 109).

The broad popular masses of Poland became alarmed over the
fate of their fatherland. Despite harsh repressions, the workers
held meetings, assemblies, and demonstrations demanding resistance
to the fascist aggressor and cooperaticn with the Soviet Union in
the task of defending the peace. The laboring masses protested
against the antinational, treasonous policy of the ruling classes

of Poland.

Against the will of the people the Polish landowners and
capitalists continued to talk of their territorial claims. They
expressed the desire to act jointly with fascist Germeny and em-
phasized their reediness to undertake a Jjoint struggle against the
USSR. The Polish landowners and bourgeoisie still believed that
fascist Germeny would not wage war against Poland, that the Hit-
lerites would welcome their services in a Jjoint war against the
land of socialism. On 16 and 17 August 1939, proceeding on this
assumption, the Polish Government held talks with German repre-
sentatives on the economic relations between Germany and Poland.
They expressed their readiness to¢ place their country's ecomomy
at the service of fascist Germany. This was 14 days before the
German attack on Poland. Even as late as 27 August, still hoping
for an agreement with fascist Germany and trying to lull the vi-
gilance of the Polish people and thereby prevent the development
of & patriotic movement, Beck affirmed that "up to the present
time Hitler has not yet decided to begin & war . . . and in no

case will anything decisive take place in the near future.”
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But the Germen fascist ringleaders had long before decided
the question of whether to attack Poland. The plan for the mili-
tary operations had been worked out in April and May of 1939. It
had been decided to attack Poclend at the first opportunity. On
22 August the last instructions were issued to the army. Hitler,
the ringleader of the fascist gang, pointed out that the aim of
the impending war was the destruction of Poland. He told his ra-
pacious hordes to annihilate without pity all men, women, and

children of Polish nationality.

What position did the ruling circles of Britain, France, and

the US take at this moment which was so critical for Poland?

The British Government tried to organize a unique Munich
agreement at the expense of Poland. In the latter half of August
British Prime Minister Chamberlain proposed the calling of a
conference to settle the question of transferring Danzig and the
Polish Corridor to Germeny. In return for his sapport of the
separation of Danzig and the Polish Corridor he wanted to obtain
a guarantee that afterward the German fascists would not turn to
the west but would move toward the east, against the USSR. The
British note stated that in the event of the realization of these
proposals "the way would be clear to a broad agreement between

Germany and Britain."

In its turn the French Govermment in an official communica-
tion of 24 August insisted that if the German fascists seized Dan-

zig the Polish Government should refrain from armed resistance.

The ruling circles of the US were aware of fascist Germany's

military preparations against Poland. As early as 20 July 1939
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Bullitt informed his govermment of a possible attack by Germany

on Poland in August 1939. In particuler the US Embassy possessed
data on Hitler's instructions of 22 and 23 August. The position
of the American imperialists during the period of the German-
Polish crisis was also determined by the desire to urge the German
fascists toward the east, againet the USSR. In July 1939 Castle,
the former US Assistant Secretary of State, stated: "It would be
absurd for the US to fight against the seizure of Danzig by Germany.
It would also be absurd 1f the US fought against Germany's obtain-
ing access to the natural wealth of the Ukraine.” On 2k August,
trying this time to reach agreement with fascist Germany at the
expense of Poland, the US Government sent to Hitler, Mussolini,
and the Polish President Moscicki a proposal for the peaceful
settlement of the conflict. The US reactionaries comsidered the
separation of the Polish territories as a reward to the German

fascists for their moving against the USSR,

But fascist Germany had chosen war as the means of carry-
ing out her long range imperialist plans. It turned out that there
was no real basis for agreement among Germany, Britain, the US, and
France at the expense of Poland. Imperialist Germany was demand-
ing world rule. Therefore partial concessions no longer satisfied
her. The German fascist ringleaders regarded the war sgainst Poland
as only one stage in their struggle for world rule. In reply to a
question from one of the Italian fascist rulers as to whether
Germany wanted Danzig or the Polish Cerridor, von Ribbentrop said:
"She wants war." PFascist Germeny had decided to change in her
favor, by force of arms, the situation which had arisen following
World War I. At the end of August, being ready to attack Poland,

the German fascists demanded by way of ultimatum the annexation of
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Danzig, the Polish Corridor, Upper Silesia, and other regioms.
The Germsn Government acted in such a provocatory menner as to
refuse to consider the "rest of Poland" as an independent state.
It knew that these demands could not be accepted even by such
traitors to the national interests of their country as those who
were then the rulers of Poland. On 31 August 1539, under the
leadership of the fascist Ferster, a revolutlion was carried out
in Danzig. On 1 September 193G, urged on by the threat of an
econamic crisis, fascist Germany attacked Poland. This event is
usually teken as the beginning of World War II, although its most

important events occurred later.
CONCLUSION

As early as 1916 in his book, Imperializm, kaek vysshaya

stadiys kapitalizma éjﬁperialism, the Highest Stage of Capitalisg7;

V. I. Lenin had wisely foreseen that as caspitalism developed the
struggle for markets would assume an increasingly sharp and con-
troversial character. "The higher the development of capitalism,”
V. I. Lenin wrote, "the more sharply the shortage of raw materials
is felt and the sharper the competition and the race for sources
of raw materials throughout the world, the more desperate will
became the struggle for the acquisition of colonies” (lenin, V. I.,

Soch., Vol XXII, page 247).

On the bhasis of the further aggravation of the imperislist
conflicts in 1935-1939, 2 groupings of capitalist powers were
formed, the German-Japanese-Italian group, and the Anglo-Frenche
American group. This development of blocs of lmperialist powers

as in the malkin,

o o
=21

V. I. Lenin said, "prepare wars and in their turn grow out of wars,
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determining one enother, giving birth to a change in the forms of
Peaceful and nonpeaceful struggle from one and the same soil of
the iuperialist relations and interrelations of the world-wide
econany and world-wide policy." In the period we have been con-
sidering each of the above groups was preparing to divide up the
vorld by means of force, to strengthen its own positions at the

expense of competitors, and to attain worid damination.

However the nature of imperialist blocs is such that the
conflicts among their members by no meaus disappear. Internal
conflicts existed in both the Anglo-French-Anerican group and the
German-Japanese~-Italian group. The members of these groups enter-
tained ideas of surviving not only at the expense of their enemies
but also at the expense of their rartners, by no means rejecting

the idea of snatching something from one another.

But above all the imperialists wanted to straighten out
their affairs at the expense of the USSR. However they did not
even succeed in agreeing emong themselves on Jjoint action against
the USSR. V. I. Stalin pointed out that the struggle of the capi-
‘talist countries for markets and the desire to ruin their competi-
tors turned out to be stronger, on the practical level, than the
differences between the 2 systems (Sstalin, I., Ekonomicheskiye
problemy sotsializma v SSSR Lfconomic Problems of Socialism in
the USSR/, 1952, Gospolitizdat, page 35). As a result World War
I vegen with & clash between 2 capitalist countries. Fascist
Germany, which had arisen with the eild of the US monopolies and
had been armed by them, first directed its forces against the

Anglo-French-American bloc.
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I, V. Stalin pointed out that Worlid War II arose as the in-
evitable result of the development of world economic and political
forces on the basis of modern monopoly capital. It was a result
of the second crisis in the caplitalist system of world economy

(¢cf. Stalin, I. V., Rech'na predvybornom sobranii izbirateley
Stalinskogo izbiratel'nogo okrugas g. Moskvy, pages 6-T).

The fascist aggression was possible because of the tremen-
dous aid rendered by the United States of America in the creation
of Germany's militery and econamic base, and as a result of the
rejection of collective security on the part of the British and
French ruling circles. This cleared the road for German imperial-

ist aggression and helped fascist Germany to unleash World Wer II.

During this period, as in the preceding years, the Soviet
Union carried on a consistent struggle against imperialist aggres-
sion, for the preservation and strengthening of peace. It in-
sistently posed the problem of collective resistance to the fascist
sggressors and by meens of its pitiless exposure of the Anglo=-
American~French accomplices of the fascist aggressars the Soviet
Union esrned even greater love on the part of the workers of all
countries as a mighty fortress of peace and the security of na-
tions. The lsboring messes of all countries were inspired by the
successee of the land of victorious socielism and rightly con-
sidered that the foreign policy of the Soviet Union would protect
both their own interesis and the interests of peace and friendship

among nations.
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